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Current Topics. 


Solicitor Members of the Rule Committee. 


Mr. WitttAm Howarp WINTERLOTHAM, the present Presi- 
dent of the Law Society, and Mr. CHarLes HENRY Morton, of 
Liverpool, are the solicitors who have been appointed by the 
Lord Chancellor members of the Rule Committee under the 
Rule Committee Act, 1909. 


Specia! Juries and the Commercial Court. 


AN APPLICATION with reference to the trial of a case by 
special jury in the Commercial Court was recently made before 
Hamitton, J. It was stated that an important question was 
involved in the case relating to the custom of the Port of London, 
and that upon application for a special jury it was found that 
the jury actually summoned was drawn from St. Pancras and 
Islington, and consisted of a butcher, a horse-dealer, three 
artists, and various small tradesmen. In these circumstances 
the parties, naturally enough, decided to dispense with the jury. 
It must not be supposed that, even if the jury had been summoned 
from the neighbourhood of the Guildhall, a satisfactory class 
of mercantile persons would have been obtained. Sir JouN 
KARSLAKE, who practised some forty years ago and had a large 
experience of City causes, was heard to say that a small tobac- 
conist had, to his knowledge, repeatedly walked into the special 
jury box and taken part in the trial of cases relating to marine 
insurance and charter-parties. The composition of a special 
jury is always more or less of a lottery. They are not, like 
mercantile arbitrators, or the Elder Brethren of the Trinity 
House, selected because of their special knowledge of the matter 
which is to be heard and determined by them. The persons 
qualified as special jurors have often, indeed, a limited experi- 
ence of business of any description, having been accustomed to 
delegate their duties to clerks, accountants, and bookkeepers. 
The Commercial Court has of late shewn some signs of languor, 
but its vigour will hardly be restored by the assistance of special 


juries, 
14 
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members are limited to fifty, and Mr. MANSON thinks that this 
may sometimes be a practical difficulty. He suggests that it cay 
in the Session of 1910 is by no means a long one, ‘The pro- be got over by some members holding shares in trust for others, 
moters are in nearly all the cases either local authorities, or rail- No doubt this is so; on the other hand, in cases of bond fil 
way, gas or water companies. The London County Council has | Private companies the limit is quite large enough, and probably 
two Bills—one a General Powers Bill, and the other a Tramways | the members rarely approximate to fifty. And if the facilities 
and Improvements Bill. The Bills promoted by railway com- for forming private companies are abused, no doubt the Legis 
panies do not appear to be of special importance. Parliamentary lature would find a remedy. 
counsel and agents have, on several occasions in previous years, 
been alarmed at the prospect of a permanent diminution in the 
work of the Committees, and the fears of counsel have more than 
once induced them, in the interval between two sessions, to offer 
themselves for practice in the Law Courts. But the clouds have 
disappeared, and a reasonable number of practitioners have 
always been enabled to secure a handsome income by labours 
which occupy only part of the year. It cannot, however, be 
denied that there is a growing impatience of the highly technical 
and complicated rules embodied in the Standing Orders and 
practice of the two Houses, and also of the heavy expenses | 375), and has held that the tenant for life cannot require them 
which are incidental to the existing system. Mr. Cuarurs|to de paid out of capital moneys without shewing 
DICKENS was not guilty of much exaggeration when he stated in special reason. Under section 21 of the Settled Land Act, 
“‘ Martin Chuzzlewit” that a private Bill “ of all kinds and classes | 1882, the ways in which capital money arising under the Act 
of Bills is, without exception, the most unreasonable in its | is applicable include the “ payment of costs, charges and expenses 
charges.” Efforts have from time to time been made to cheapen | Of or incidental to the exercise of any of the powers, or the 
the existing procedure, but a satisfactory substitute for Parlia- | execution of any of the provisions of” the Act; and under 
mentary committees has not yet been discovered. There isnot | section 22 (2) the application of capital money is to be 
a Bill passed which does not necessarily interfere with existing | made by the trustees “according to the direction of 
rights, and very frequently with existing law, and no one would the tenant for life.” Hence it is for the tenant for life, 
be, or ought to be, content that this should be done by anybody | in the first instance, to direct the payment of the costs incidental 
but the Legislature, nor could it justly or constitutionally be other- | to an exercise of his power of sale. In Cardigan v. Curzon-How 
wise done. The plan of a fixed tribunal, which has been discussed | (supra) Cuttry, J. (87 Ch. D. 247, 40 Ch. D. 338), held that 
in several inquiries, is open to the objection that it would be dis- | the costs of a mortgagee of the interest of the tenant for life 
posed to adhere too strictly to precedents without regard to the | were not costs of or incidental to the exercise of the power of 
variations of public opinion. Having once given its decision, it | sale, but costs of the concurrence of the mortgagee, as owner, to 
would so decide again, no matter what the change of circum | the extent of his mortgage, of the life estate. The Court of 
stances. It must also be remembered that in matters of magni- Appeal rejected this refinement, but supported the decision of 
tude, constituting great questions of public policy, it is very | CHITTY, J., on the ground that the tenant for life should not 
unlikely that the public would rest satisfied without a decision of | be allowed to throw on the capital moneys costs due to his own 
the Legislature. act in incumbering his interest. A tenant for life, said Corton, 
L.J., exercising the powers of the Act ought not to be allowed 
the costs of obtaining the concurrence of his mortgagees when 
PROBABLY THE most important development of company law | he bas made the mortgages simply for his own purposes and 
in recent years is the recognition of private companies, and an | his own benefit. If the mortgages were uot so made, then it 
interesting summary of this recognition is given in the current Law might be right to allow the tenant for life the costs. As a 
Quarterly Review by Mr. EDWARD MANSON in an article on “The | general rule, however, the tenant for life cannot have these 
Evolution of the Private Company.” The private company is, | costs paid out of capital moneys, and in the present case of Sir 
of course, not necessarily the same as a one-man company, though | Robert Peel’s Settled Estates WARRINGTON, J., applied this rule 
the origin of the two was doubtless similar. Companies were and refused the costs. He also held that the trustees, upon 
originally designed in order to secure contributions of capital | Tecelving a direction from the tenant for life to pay his Costs as 
from numerous persons ; but the Companies Act of 1862, while vendor, were entitled to scrutinize the bill; though if from 
requiring seven signatories to the memorandum of association, , their own experience, or from expert advice, they came to the 
did not require that they should have a substantial interest in | conclusion that it was reasonable, they were not bound to insist 
the company, and upon this fact was based the practice as to | 0 taxation. 
one-man companies—a practice sanctioned by the House of Lords 
in Salomon vy. Salomon & Co. (1896, A.C. 22), though it had been 
disowned by the Court of Appeal. This, of course, facilitated 
the conversion of private businesses into limited companies, for 
these usually remained under the control of two or three 
individuals, although there were frequently a substantial number 
of persons actually interested. But the object of the conversion 


The Crop of Private Bills in the Coming Session. 
WE ARE informed that the list of petitions for Private Bills 


Costs of Tenant-for-Life’s Incumbrancers. 


THE Costs of a tenant for life as vendor of the settled land 
under the Settled Land Acts are in general payable out of the 
capital moneys, and this is expressly provided by the Act of 
1882-; but the costs of incumbrancers on his life estate, which may 
have to be incurred in order to carry out the sale, naturally 
stand on a different footing, and in respect of these WARRINGTON, 
J., has in Re Sir Robert Peel's Settled Estates (ante, p. 214) 
followed Cardigan v. Curzon-Howe (37 W. R. 521, 41 Cb. D, 


Private Companies. 








Default in the Payment of Rates. 


It wAs recently stated that there is a large increase in the 
number of defaulters among the ratepayers of the borough of 
Islington, and also in the number of distress warrants which it 
has been necessary to issue against them. Many persons, it is 
said, take advantage of the delays of the legal procedure, 








was not now the obtaining of capital, but the advantages incident 
to the management and constitution of the company. It was 
not subject to the same changes as a partnership, and the 
interests in the business were freely divisible and transmissible 
in the form of shares. On the other hand, the facility for issuing 
debentures, which were often in the hands of the owner of the 
business, Jed, in effect, to frauds on creditors. The latter objec- 


tion has been met, to some extent, by the requirement of 
registration of debentures, and the Legislature has expressly 
sanctioned the private company, and has granted it exemption 
from many of the requirements exacted from public companies ; 
in particular it is not bound to file an annual balance sheet, 
This, of course, is because it does not get its capital from the 
public, but exists for the other purposes just stated. 


The 


but it is necessary also to take into account the refusal of the 
borough council in some cases to allow landlords to compound for 
the payment of rates, so that there is possibly some deterioration 
in the character of the ratepayers. The committal warrants in 
the period between 1906 and 1908 rose from 484 to 813, or 68 
per cent., and the number of defaulters who were committed to 
prison in lieu of payment rose in the proportion of 61 per 
cent. The justices for Islington agree with the borough council 
as to the inutility of short sentences in the case of habitual 
defaulters, and they recommend that special efforts should be 
| made to prevent such defaulters from remaining in the occupa- 
tion of houses for which they pay no rates. The committee of 
the borough council have also considered a scheme for reimburs- 
ing brokers from any loss or expense which they may incur in 
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removing and selling the effects of defaulters. There has always 
been an impatience of the payment of rates ; the rate collector is 
often asked to “ callagain,” but we are surprised to hear that 
some of the ratepayers in the north-east of London will go to 
prison rather than submit to the local taxation. This taxation 
has certainly increased by leaps and bounds, and when it is 
remembered that many persons of learning and experience object 
to the powers of imprisonment under debtors’ summonses in the 
county courts, it may be asked, what is the special reason why 
justices should be authorized to commit a ratepayer to prison in 
default of a sufficient distress? Distress for non-payment of 
rent has long ceased to be popular, being regarded as a power- 
ful remedy for the exclusive benefit of a single class of creditors, 
and distress and imprisonment for non-payment of rates will 
become equally unpopular when it is known that it is often 
unsuccessful, and that payment of the rate can only be enforced 
by the eviction of the tenant. It is curious to observe that in 
the early history of the law of landlord and tenant it was found 
that the remedy by distress was not always sufficient to compel 
the tenant to discharge his duty in the payment of rent, and 
thata further remedy by forfeiture was introduced into the con- 
ditions of the tenancy. The difficulties experienced by the 
Borough of Islington will not encourage those who desire to 
abolish the practice of compounding for the rates, believing that 
those whoare directly responsible will exercise more supervision 
over the taxation of their district. 


The Recruitment of the French Army. 

MUCH INTEREST has been roused in France by the news that 
the Minister of War is about to introduce a scheme for the 
amendment of the law relating to the recruitment of the army. 
The English army was at one period of our history recruited 
with a reckless disregard of the character and reputation of the 
recruits, but things are now wholly changed, and every effort is 
made to obtain the services of men of good character. The 
conditions under which the French army is formed are 
different from those which prevail in this country. Every 
Frenchman is under an obligation to render military service to 
his country. The French Government bas the same preference 
as our own for men of good reputation, but it would be highly 
inexpedient to allow any young Frenchman to escape military 
service by allowing himself to be convicted of some criminal 
offence. By a law passed on the 15th of July, 1889, those who 
have been convicted of certain prescribed offences are excluded, 
generally speaking, from the army, but are placed during) 
their term of service at the disposition of the Minister 
of Marine and the Minister of the Colonies, who have 
power to regulate the conditions of their service. Those 
who have been twice convicted of any offence, without regard to 
the term of imprisonment to which they have been sentenced, 


Briefly, it consists of the abolition of binding for law reports, 
the printing of each case on separate sheets, and the filing and 
indexing of the cases so that the report of any particular case 
can be picked up without difficulty. Thus there would be no 
change in the actual reports, or in the pages, except so far as 
necessary to secure that each case began and ended separately 
from its neighbours. But the cases, instead of being in bound 
volumes, would be arranged in drawers of suitable size, and the 
suggestion is that the arrangement should be in alphabetical order 
according to the name of the case. Mr. CARDEN anticipates the 
question, “ What will be gained by unbinding the leaves of the 
reports and rearranging the order of the cases !” His answer is 
“Space, time, money and temper.” Space is to be gained because 
the lawyer will refuse to keep a large number of the cases 
which now fill the bound reports; and at any rate, he will 
carry into court only the actual cases he intends to cite. The 
first point is perhaps deceptive. A collection of leading cases 
is useful enough for the student. To the practising lawyer it is 
of doubtful utility, and—even if the publishing difficulties could be 
got over—it would be a difficult task to make a full collection of 
useful cases, and to reject others. But for carrying cases inte 
court the system is undoubtedly attractive. A few loose reports 
would take the place of the many volumes which are required for 
arguing a difficult case. The system, however, does not stop at 
the mere unbinding of the reports and the re-arrangement of the 
cases in alphabetical order. In order to use them some machinery 
for ready reference is necessary, and Mr. CARDEN proposes to 
furnish this by means of index cards, The card, of which he 
gives a specimen, would contain the case-name—printed on an 
extension of the card—a short statement of the case, and 
references to cognate authorities, and would be placed with 
the case in the drawer so that the name would be visible. But 
this still leaves it necessary that the lawyer should know the 
name of the case he wants, and the system requires to be 
completed by apparatus of the nature of ordinary digests. The 
details of the scheme must be sought in Mr. CARDEN’s paper. 
We are not averse to improvements or to the change which 
improvements necessitate. If loose leaf law libraries are 
covenient doubtless they will come, and instead of pleasing 
rows of bockshelves we shall look on piles of drawers, suggestive 
of drugs or deceased butterflies, but really filled with careful 
selections of judicial wisdom. We have a vision, though, of the 
lawyer at the end of a busy day of reference, gazing in despair 
at the debris that the day’s work has left in the shape of loose 
leaves, and we doubt whether they would ever get back to 
their proper places. 


Commercial Law of the Empire. 


THE KNITTING together of the different groups of the oversea 
dominions in larger units, such as the Dominion of Canada, the 





are to be drafted into the battalions serving in Africa. The! 


Commonwealth of Australia, and the Union of South Africa, 


Minister of War is, however, authorized to remove into a| makes it easier to look forward to the time when one project 
different corps anyone who has served for a year in Africa and | of aj] Imperialists will be realized—thé assimilation or unifica- 


received a favourable report from his commanding officer. 


This | tion of the whole of the commercial law of the British dominions. 


law has since been in a great measure superseded, and a large) A preparatory step to this is the local unification of law with- 
number of those who bad undergone imprisonment for serious; jy each group. This local unification, or “ federalization,” of 
offences have been allowed to join regiments stationed in Paris,| commercial law is proceeding satisfactorily in Australia, and 
where they were within reach of their old associates. The result | curing the past year several Acts have been passed by the 
of this change was, that many of these offenders joined the ranks | Commonwealth Legislature placing parts of commercial law on a 
of the hooligans in Paris, and by their example and teaching were | really Australian “footing, in lieu of being governed by local 


powerful agents in the corruption of their fellow soldiers. 
new law requires that in future anyone who has served a term 


The | or State law. One of these Acts is the Marine Insurance Act, 


1909 (No. 11 of 1909). The English Act, the Marine Insurance 


of three months’ imprisonment shall be sent to join the African | Act, 1906, is one of the few instances in our statute book of a 
battalions, and that the same course shall be adopted in every | codifying Act—enacting in a statutory form the rules of law 
case whatever where the offender has been twice convicted, even! to be found previously only, or for the most part, in judicial 
where his sentence has not exceeded a fortnight’s imprisonment. | decisions. The Act of 1906 had already been made the basis of local 


It is hoped by these means to banish all “ Apaches” from the French 
army in Europe, and generally to raise the character of the 
recruits. 


Loose Leaf Law-Reports. 


_ THE MODE of using law reports will be completely revolu insurance other than 
tionized if the system suggested by Mr. P. T. CARDEN in the’ marine insurance ; 
current number of the Law Quarterly Review should be adopted. State concerned.” (The meaning of this is not quite clear, 


| 


legislation in more than one quarter of the oversea dominions, 
for instance, in Western Australia and in New Zealand. The 
same course has now been followed by the Commonwealth of 
Australia. The Marine Insurance Act, 1909, is practically a 
transcript of the English Act of 1906, and applies “ to marine 
State marine insurance, and to State 


extending beyond the limits of the 
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but it appears to refer to contrscts of insurance to which the 
Government of a State is a party.) One or two of the sections 
differ verbally from the corresponding sections in the English 
Act (for instance, sections 4 and 95), but apart from this, the 
only differences are those necessitated by references to local 
Acts of the different States. The State Acts scheduled are few 
in number, Western Australia being the only State where a 
complete statutory code already existed. Subject to these few 
Acts, the law of marine insurance in each State was the English 
case Jaw on the subject. The Marine Insurance (Gambling 
Policies) Act, 1909 (9 Ed. 7, ¢. 12), was only assented to 
last October, and this statute, which makes the effecting of a 
gambling policy a punishable 
incorporated in the Australian Act. With this exception, 
the law of marine insurance may now be said to be 


the same in the United Kingdom and Australia. So closely | 


has the English codifying Act been followed by the Common- 
wealth enactment that even the quaint but harmless phraseology 
of a Lloyd’s policy has been adopted word for wo:d—the 
insured vessel is “the good ship or vessel . - whereof is 
master under Gop,” &c. The New Zealand Marine Insurance 
Act, 1907 (1907, No. 24) follows the English Act as closely as 


does the new Australian Act, with one exception. The form of | 


policy (a Lloyd’s policy), made optional and printed in both the 


English and the Australian Act, is omitted in the New Zealand | 
Act, and no statutory form of policy is given in the latter Act | 


at all. This being the only difference of any importance between 
these three statutes, each in force ina different part of the Empire, 
the question naturally arises, why should not the three Legisla- 
tures mutually agree to a single statute being enacted, so as to be 
in force in all those territories, and thus save all necessity for 


comparing the existing three statutes together whenever this | 


would ordinarily have to be done in a case of “ conflict of laws ”? 


And why not extend the same principle to other branches of | 


commercial law ? 


| 


Condition that Dwelling-house is Fit for 
Habitation. 


THE LAW has been distinctly laid down by eminent judges | 
that upon the letting of an unfurnished house there is no implied | 
condition that it is reasonably fit for habitation. The Housing | 
of the Working Classes Act, 1890, s. 75, and the Housing, | 
Town Planning, &c., Act, 1909, have made an exception | 
from this rule in the case of houses let for habitation to | 
the working classes, and we have from time to time observed | 
a tendency to encroach upon the rule, especially by judges of the | 
inferior courts. In a recent case in the Clerkenwell County | 
Court, which was an action for the rent of a house in the north | 
of London, the defence of the tenant was that he gave up 
possession of the house because it was impossible to stay in it any 
longer, inasmuch as it was infested with ants. They spoiled | 
food brought into the house, and made their way to the bed- | 
rooms. He had done everything he could think of to get rid of 
them, but had been wholly unsuccessful. The defendant’s state- 
ment was supported by the evidence of his wife and of other 
witnesses. ‘The judge is reported to have held that the defen- 
dant was justified in leaving, and that he was entitled to have 
the lease rescinded. There may be good ground for a statutory 
amendment of the Jaw extending the provisions of section 75 of 
the Working Classes Act to all houses let for habitation, what 
ever may be the character of the tenants, but as the law stands 
we have much difficulty in seeing how the decision of the judge 
can be supported. 


| 


An American Judge. 


THE REPORT in the American newspapers of the recent death 
of Mr. Justice TrRUAX, formerly of the Supreme Court of New 
York, is an illustration of the strong differences between the 
bench and bar on different sides of the Atlantic. Mr. Justice 
TRUAX is stated by one of his former colleagues to have been an 
ornament of the judiciary of his State and to have been a 
member of this judiciary for twenty-eight years. In England 
there would have been no reason why he should not have 
remained on the bench much longer, for he was little more than 





offence, bas not been| 





sixty years of age, but it appears that his term of office expired 

on the Ist of last January, and although he had been nominated 

for re-election by Tammany, the Gaynor nominees, and the 

Voters’ Federation, he failed to secure the support of the Civic 

Alliance, and was defeated. The members of the Supreme Court 
| passed a resolution expressing their regret at his death, and 
| ordered it to be “spread” on the minutes of the court. We 
| may conclude by observing that the late judge married in 1896 
| Mrs. CAROLINE SAUNDERS CARRINGTON, who was a member of 
| the bar of the State of New York. 


| The City of London Solicitors’ Company. 

THE SECOND annual dinner of this company passed off success- 
fully, and as will be seen from the report we give elsewhere, the 
speeches were interesting in several respects. The President of 
the Probate, &c , Divis'on vigorously defended the judges against 
the imputation of indolence obliquely aimed at them in some of 
the evidence given before the recent joint committee. The 
President of the Law Society strongly inculcated the necessity 
that solicitors should “ Jive up to the times .. . ; they had to 
| advance with the times. He had some knowledge of the great 
industries of the country . .. and he kad noticed that those 
who had done what the public required, who had made the 
| article the public needed, and who had worked for the price the 
public wanted, had succeeded, and that those who had gone on in 
the old lines, saying the public might take what they had to give, 
had not succeeded. He thought there was much in tkeir own 
professional work which was produced on these same lines. They 
had to justify their existence by supplying what was required. 
They must look tothese things,and see that they did not get behind 
the age.” To what particular mode of “ living up to the times ” 
or “supplying what was required” these observations were 
| intended to refer, does not appear, and it would be interesting 
to know. The President is not the sort of man to indulge in 
vague generalities. To some people it appears that one reason 
why the old lines are persisted in is the impossibility of getting 
Parliament to pass measures of reform which solicitors themselves 
have suggested or are ready to suggest, 








Assignment of Part of a Debt. 


THE decision of Bray, J.,in Bowles v. Baker (Times, 25th inst.) 
that part of a debt is not assignable under section 25 (6) of the 
Judicature Act, 1873, follows very closely on the contrary decision 
of DARLING, J., in Skipper v. Holloway (79 L. J. K. B. 91); and, 
having regard to this difference of opinion, it is interesting to 
note the dictum in the judgment of Cuitty, L.J., in Durham 
Brothers, v. Robertson (1898, 1 Q. B., p. 774), where the question 
was left undecided. “It appears to me,” said the Lord Justice, 
“as at present advised, to be questionable whether an assignment 
of part of a debt is within the enactment. If it be, it would 
seem to leave it in the power of the original creditor to split up 
the single legal cause of action for the debt into as many separate 
legal causes of action as he might think fit. However, it is not 
necessary to decide the point in the present case, and I leave it 
open for future consideration.” It is upon the ground of this 
splitting of the cause of action that Bray, J., has decided against 
the legal validity of the assignment. 

The object of section 25 (6) was to convert into a legal assign- 
ment an assignment of a chose in action which was previously 
effectual only in equity. In equity the recognition of the assign- 
ment depended on the jurisdiction in relation to trusts. After 
the assignment the assignor became a trustee of the chose in action 
for the assignee, and was bound to allow the assignee to sue in 
his name. The assignment, it has been said, “is considered in 
equity as amounting to a declaration of trust and to an agree- 
ment to permit the assignee “ to make use of the name of the 
assignor, in order to recover the debt”: Story’s Equity Juris- 
prudence, s. 1040. And in equity it was no objection that only 
part of the debt was assigned. Thus in Left v. Morris (4 Sim. 
607) the defendant, Morris, was under contract to pay GREEN- 
AWAY, a builder, a sum of £2,360 by instalments. GREENAWAY 
gave to LETT, a timber merchant, an order addressed to MORRIS 
authorizing him to pay £700 to LETT, whose receipt was to be a 
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discharge. It was held that this constituted a good equitable 
assignment. (GREENAWAY was also a defendant, so that all the 

rties interested were before the court, and this was probably a 
condition of equitable relief in such a case. It was one of the 
foundations of equitable jurisdiction that equity could bring 
before the court all the parties interested, so that the rights could 
be finally determined. At the same time this consideration must 
not be pressed too far, for it does not appear that in Left v. Morris 
anything more than the validity of the assignment of the £700 
was determined, and apparently the defendant Morris was left 
liable to further proceedings for recovery of the balance. 

But the validity at law of an assignment of part of a debt has 
to be considered, not on the analogy of equitable procedure, 
but on the words of sub-section 6 of section 25 of the Judicature 
Act, 1873: “ Any absolute assignment, by writing under the hand 
of the assignor (not purporting to be by way of charge only), of 
any debt or other legal chose in action, of which express notice 
in writing shall have been given to the debtor . . . shall be, 
and be deemed to have been effectual at law (subject to all equities 
which would have been entitled to priority over the right of the 
assignee if this Act had not been passed) to pass or transfer the 
legal right to such debt or chose in action as from the date of 
such notice . . . without the concurrence of the assignor.” The 
most important cases decided on this provision have related to 
the meaning of an “‘ absolute assignment, not purporting to be 
by way of charge only.” Primé facie it might have been thought that 
an assignment by way of mortgage was by way of charge and 
not absolute, and this was the view at first taken: National 
Provincial Bank v. Harle (6 Q. B. D. 626); but this was a 
solitary decision, and it has been well settled that, where there 
is an assignment in the form of an ordinary mortgage, and 
not a mere equitable charge, the addition of a proviso for 
redemption does not prevent the assignment from being absolute : 
Burlinson v. Hall (12 Q. B. D. 347); Tancred v. Delagoa Bay Railway 
Co. (23 Q. B. D. 239) ; Durham Brothers v. Robertson (supra) ; and 
an assignment of a debt may be absolute, notwithstanding that 
a trust of the proceeds of the debt is created in favour of the 
assignor : Comfort v. Betts (1891, 1 Q. B. 737). 

In Durham Brothers v. Robertson (supra), where the subject was 
very fully considered, the assignment was by way of security, 
and it did not contain the ordinary proviso for redemption 
and reassignment. But this would not have prevented it from 
being absolute. “I think,” said Cuirry, L.J., “that the principle 
of National Bank: v. Harle (supra) ought not to be confined to the 
case where there is an express provision for reassignment. 
Where there is an absolute assignment of the debt, but by way of 
security, equity would imply a right to reassignment on 
redemption, and the sub-section would apply to the case of such 
an absolute assignment.” But the assignment in that case was 
not only by way of security, but was expressly limited in its 
operation ‘‘ until the money with added interest be repaid.” This 
was an uncertain event which made the assignment conditional, 
and put it outside the statute. 

Upon the dictum of Cutty, L.J., in Durham Brothers v. 
Robertson (supra), that an assignment may be absolute although 
by way of security only, some doubt was thrown by Mercantile 
Bank of London vy, Evans (1899, 2 Q. B. 613), where an assignment 
of all the assignor’s rights under an agreement, as security for the 
repayment of a specified sum and further advances, was held not 
to be absolute. This was upon the ground that the assignment 
was only operative until repayment. But the same might be 
said of any assignment which is only intended to be a security, 
and the real test is, not whether it is expressed to be by way of 
security for a specified payment, but whether it is in fact an 
assignment of all the rights of the assignor ; and the matter was 
re-established on this footing in Hughes v. Pump House Hotel Co. 
(1902, 2 K. B. 190). “In every case of this kind,” said 
MATHEW, L.J., “all the terms of the instrument must be con- 
sidered, and, whatever may be the phraseology adopted in some 
particular part of it, if, on consideration of the whole instrument, 
it is clear that the intention was to give a charge only, then 
the action must be in the name of the assignor ; while, on the 
other hand, if it is clear from the instrument as a whole that 
the intention was to pass all the rights of the assignor in the 


debt or chose in auction to the assignec, then the case will come 
within section 25, and the action must be brought in the name 
of the assignee.” In that case an assignment ot all moneys to 
become due under a building contract was held to be absolute, 
notwithstanding that it was “‘ by way of continuing security,” for 
moneys to become due from the assignor to the assignee. 

In Hughes v. Pump House Hotel Co, (supra) MATHEW, L..J., like 
Cuitty, L.J., in Durham Brothers v. Robertson (supra), left un- 
decided the effect of an assignment of part of a debt. ‘I will,” 
he said, “ express no opinion upon it further than to say that, as 
at present advised, I think, when that question arises for decision, 
much may be said in favour of the view that an assignment of 
part ofa debt would not be an absolute assignment within the 
section.” But it was decided in Jones v. Mumphreys (1902, 1 
| K. B. 10) that, at any rate, the ascertainment must be of a defi 
| nite and ascertained part of the debt, and hence an assignment of 
| so much of salary accruing due as sbould be necessary for pay 
ment of a specified sum and further advances was not within the 
statute. Lord ALversTone, C.J., suggested that an absolute 
assignment of a definite sum out of a future debt might possibly 
be within the section; but there must be found “in the docu- 
ment an intention to assign some definite sum, so that the debtor 
| may know how much he is justified in paying to the assignee.” 

Until the recent decisions this was all the guidance to be 
obtained as to the effect under the statute of the assignment of part 
of adebt. In Shipper v. Holloway (supra) DARLING, J., acted in 
accordance with the suggestion of Lord ALVERSTONE. and held 
that there might be an absolute assignment of a part of the 
debt. Upon notice of this being given to the debtor, he 
knows with certainty to what extent he can obtain an effectual 
receipt from the assignee, and this is sufficient for an 
absolute assignment of a debt within the subsection. On 
the other hand, as Bray, J., pointed out in Lowles v. Baker (supra), 
the sub-section speaks of a debt, not of part of a debt, and it is 
not readily to be assumed that the words are capable of being 
construed so as to apply to part of adebt; while there is the 
practical consideration that, if the creditor can assign the debt in 
parts, he can expose the debtor to actions at the suit of an 
indefinite number of assignees. It is of common occurrence in 
| drafting to introduce the words “or part” when it is intended 
| to give a power over part of a thing as well as over the entirety, 
and it would have been easy to insert them in the sub-section in 
question had it been intended to extend the possibility of legal 
assignment to part of a debt. That this was not done makes it 
somewhat difficult to read the statute as though the words had 
been inserted. Probably the safest plan is to take the words 
“any debt or chose in action” literally, so as to exclude an 
assignment of part. To logk at the possible consequences of the 
assignment of part of a debt seems to encroach on the sphere of 
the Legislature. At present the construction of the statute must 
be regarded as an open question, hut we imagine the decision of 
Bray, J., will prevail. 
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The Housing, Town Planning, Xc., 
Act, 1909. 


Tue Housing, Town Planning, c., Act, 1909 (in this artich 
referred to as “ the Act of 1909 ”), contains important amendments 
to the Housing of the Working Classes Acts, 1890 to 1903 (which 
latter Acts are in this article referred to as “the Act of 1890, 
&ec.”). We propose in this article to discuss shortly the provisions 
of Part I. of the Act, which relate to “ Facilities for Acquisition 
of Lands and other purposes of the Housing Acts.” We need 
hardly say that we shall only mention the principal provisions 
of the Act which have to be remembered by the ordinary prac- 
titioner, leaving the advisers of local authorities to consult the 
Act itself. 

The first part of the Act relates principally to the acquisition 
of land. Section 2 enables a local authority to purchase land 
compulsorily for the purposes of Part III. of the Act of 1890, i.e., 





for the provision of houses or cottages for the working classes, by 
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means of an order submitted to the Local Government Board | thinking how an argument will strike a stranger. Most land. 


and confirmed by them in accordance with the first 
the Act of 1909. 
The procedure for the compulsory acquisition 


follows : The local authority is to submit to the Board an order 
putting into force the compulsory clauses of the Lands Clauses 
Acts ; an order, when confirmed by the Board either with or with- 


out modifications, is to be deemed to have been duly iam and 
] 


is to have the same effect as if it had been enacted in the Act: see 


Ite Rinyer (53 SoLicttorS’ JOURNAL,744),decided under the Small 
Holdings and Allotments Act, 1908. 
the Lands Clauses Acts. 
superfluous land), and is also to incorporate the mineral clauses of 
the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, sub ject to the ag fication that 
every question of disputed compensation is to be decided by a 
single arbitrator appointed by the Loard. 
published and notices of it are to be given in the prescribed 


] 


manner If within the prescribed period no objec tion has b en |} 


mide by a person interested in the land, or if every such objec 


tio: h.s heen withdrawn, the Board is to confirm the order, | 


but if any objection is not withdrawn, the Bvard is to cause a 
public inquiry to be held in the locality. In certain cases 
the Board can only make a provisional order which has to be 
confirmed by Pa liame t; in other cases they can make an ord r 
which requires noc nfirmation. In determining the amount of 


com, ensation under an order no allowance is to be made on account | 


of the purchase + cing compulsory. 
The Act contains the following provision (see Schedule I. (8), 
copied from the Small Holdings and Allotments Act, 1908 
The arbitrator shall, -o far as practicable, in assessing compen- 
sation act on his own knowledge and experience, but, subject as afore- 
said, at any inqui y or arbit:acion held under this schedule the persun 
holuing the inquiry or arbitra: ion shall hear, by thems Ives or their | 
ageot-. any au horit es or pa) ties authoriz+d to appear, and shall hear 
wi nesses, bur shali not, except in sch cases as the Board othe: wise 
direct, hear coun-el or expert witnesses, 
One cannot help thinking that the Parliamentary draftsman 
has confused valuation and arbitration. A valuer necessarily acts 
on his own professional knowledge as applied 10 the facts brought 


to his n: tice. On the other hand, an ideal arbitrator ¢ ught to 


form no opinion on the matters as to which his decision is re- 
quir:d except on the evidence adduced. We doubt whether it is 
possible for an arbitrator to ariive at the true value of the 
property without hearing expert witnesses. The evidence that 
is required depends on the nature of the property. In the City 


of London for example, the price of a house is cvnstantly 
changing ; it may rise or tall at least 10 per cent. during a 
year. ‘he reason is one that a person not accustomed to valuing 


property «f this nature would not be likely to think of. Persons 


fullowing different cl «sses of business congregate in different parts 


of the City, financiers collect about Lombar.t-street, dealers in | 


Colonial produce ancnt Mincing-lane. Suppose that for some 
reason there is a boom in Colonial produce, more persons wish to 
go into that business, and the price o hou-es near Mincing-lane 
rises. When, however, the boom 1s over, the persons who bought 
these houses have no further use for them, and are willing to sell 
them at a reduced price. In order, therefore, to make a correct 
valuation of a property of this nature the valuer must not only 
know what would be the cos: of the site and of building the 
honse, but must also be able to forecast the probability of the future 
of trade. This is, perhap-, an extreme case, but we feel confident 
that all of our readers who have experience in the sale and 
purchase of land will agree with us in saying that the opinion of 
an amateur in matters of valuation is uscless. Suppose that a 
man, no; a land valuer by profession, has m si the value of land 
in a particular neighnourhood a matter « f his parti icu lat study 
or observat on, surely he becomes an expert: see //ole v. Johnson 
(50 N. Hamp. 454, cited 2 Stroud’s Jud Dict,, p. 670, “ Expert ”). 
The provision that counsel is not to be heard will cause delay. 
I. is une expe ience of every person who has had to hear a person 
arguing hi ovn case, either berorea court of law or before an 
arbitrator, that the arguments are tar longer than if they are 
made by a barrister, even in very small praciice. Ir many cases 
the man who argues his own case neglects important, and dwells 
upon frivolous, points, owing to his not being in the h bit of 





schedule to 


except the provisions for the sale of 


The order is to he | 





| owners will not feel competent to argue their own case, and will 
have to employ someone to argue it for them, and if many cases 


land is as | occur, a class of advocates not bound by any professionel rules as 


to conduct will arise, and they will be able to exact such fees as 
they think fit. 

While we quite feel that the provision that counsel or expert 
witnesses should not be heard without leave of the Board was 
inserted with the laudwble object of saving expense, we also think 

'that it will act harshly, and we are of opinion that the object 


Tbe order is toincorporate | might have been attained by providing that, unless under an 


order of the Board, only acertain sum should be allowed for costs 
of counsel or expert witnesses on taxation inter partes. 

The provisions for insuring that small houses shall ” ays be 
| fit for occupation are contained in the 14th and following sections 
of the Act of 1909. The 14th section provides that :— 

In any contract made after the passing of this Act for letting for 
habitation a house cr pari of a house at a rent not exce eding : 

(a) in the case of a house situate in the administrative county of 
London, forty pounds ; 

(5) in the case of a house situate in a borough or urban district 
with a a according to the last cen-us for the time 
being of fifty thousand or upwards, twenty-six pound: ; 

(c) in the case of a house situate elsewhere, sixteen pounds ; 
there shall be implied a condition that the house is at the commence- 
ment of the holdiny im all respects reasonably fit for human habita- 
tion, but the condition aforesaid shall not be implied when a house or 
part of a house is let for a term of not less than three years «pon 
the terms that it be put by the lessee into a concition reasonably fit 

for occupation, and the lease is not determinable at the option of 
ei her pa: ty before the expiration of that term. 


| It will be observed that this section negatives, as to the 
| houses falling within it, the rule of law that no contract is 
implied on letting an unfurnished house that it is fit for habita 
tion: art vy. Windsor (12 Mee. & Wel. 68). Probably the 
change in the law made by this section is beneficial, but some 
difficulties will occur under the following section. 

The Act of 1909 provides, section 15 :— 


The last foregoing section shall, as respects contracts to which 
that section applies, take effect as if the condition implied by that 
section included an undertaking thet the bouse shall caring the 
holding be kept by the landlord in ail respects reasonably fit for 
human habitation. 


The effect of the 15th section is to render the landlord 
liable during the whole of the term granted by a lease of the 
nature stated in the 14th section, but not falling within the pro- 
viso, to keep the house ‘in all respects reasonably fit for human 
habitation.” 

The meaning of “landlord ” in the 15th section is defined in 
sub-section 7 


| In this section the expression “landlord” means any person 
who lets to a tenant for hat-itation the house under any contract 
referred te in this section, and includes his successors in title, and 
the expression “ house ” includes part of a house. 


The procedure for enforcing the undertaking imposed on the 
|landlord by the 15th section is contained in that section and 
may be shortly stated as follows: The local authority shall, 
if it appears t» them that the undertaking implied by the sec- 
| tion is not complied with, and if a closing order is not made with 

respect to the house, give a written notice requiring the landlerd 
within a reasonable time (not less than twenty-one days) to 
execute the works specified in the notice. The landlord may within 
the twenty-one days declare his intention of closing the house for 
human habitation, and thereupon a closing order is to be deemed 
to have become operative in respect of such house. If the 
notice given by the local authority is not complied with and the 
landlord has not given the counter-notice, the authority may do 
the work and recover the expenses from the landlord, or may 
declare that they are to be paid by annual instalments with 
interest, such instalments and interest to be recoverable from the 
landlord. 

Some difficulties may arise as to who is the “landlord ” within 
the 15th section, where a lezse is granted under a power. As, for 
example, where a mortgagor in possession grants a lease or where 
a tenant for life grants a leuse by virtue of the Settled Land Act 
of leasehold: vested in trustees. Probably in the forme 
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- = ment t» the rent, is ‘‘ the landlot 
It should be observed that, in the common case of a house 
, being let at a ground-rent, not exceeding the rent mentioned in 
; ea the 1 ith section, in consideration of a premium, it wll be neces- 
hink siry to provide in the lease that the lessee shall put it into 
oye condition reasonably fit for human habitation, in a ler t» avoid 
te the liabilities imposed on the landlord by the sections under 


ynsideration. 


ome Reviews. 


x for Crimes and Misdemeanors. 
. \ TREATISE ON Crimes AND MispeMEANOoRS. By Sir WILLIAM 
: OLDNALL Russet, late Chief Justice of Bengal. In Ture 
trict VoLUMES. SEVENTH Epition. By W. F. Crates, Barrister-at- 
hime Law, and L. W. Kersnaw, Barrister-at-Law, Assistant Registra 
of the Court of Crin Appeal. Stevens & Sons: Sweet & 
Maxwell. 
nce- “ Russell on Crimes” is one nd those really great law books of 
ita which it is absolutely correct to say that no criminal law na can 


itford to be without it. It has kn ‘Ov ‘ra century been re 





venized as 


Pet olding a unique position of authority. It is almost a Shenry in 
of lf and was referred to by Sir Fitzjames Stephen as the best digest 

; Criminal Law that could possibly be hoped for. It has been 

: tremely fortunate in its many editors: and this edition is no 

the exception to that rule, for uncommon skill, knowledge and industry 


intervals (usa lly of 
uve occurred between the several! editions 


is e shewn on every page. In none of the 
msiderable length) whi hh 
f this work have more 
fected than in the 





thirteen years between the publication of the 








mn _ and 7th editions. The Criminal Evidence xt, 1898, and the 
riminal Appeal Act, 1907, have revolutionized practice and wiil at 

mee occur to the mind in this connection. But many other Acts 

recame Jaw in the period, as the Larceny Act, 1901, the Poor 
" ; Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903, the Aliens Act, 1905, the Trade | 
Disputes Act, 1906, the Probation of Offenders Act, 1907, the Punish 

nt ot Incest Act, 1908, the Children Act, 1908, and many others. 

‘The amount of revision and re writing made necessary by these 

: ch ingzes, ind by man) linportant judicial decisions, has b en, of 
rd course, enormous ; and too high praise cannot easily be given to the 
D manner in which the work has been done. If the long-talked-of 
( Criminal Code ever comes into being, this book will no doubt be 
taken as its heads In this edition ‘the text has been somewhat 

: reduced in bulk, but the book has not sutfered. The subjects of 

: ighway and bridge indictments have been entirely omitted— very 
pl perly, as in consequence of recent legislation they have little | 

moi > than an historical connection pi criminal law. References to 
i United States law h ive also been reduced, and by these means the | 
et book has been kept within a reasonable compass. But although | 
there are some fax cf as ment tioned, and in the arrangement of the | 

titles and | chapters, the characteristic features of the book have not 

een altered. We have still a “fairly full statement of the facts of 
the most import int cases ; and the desire to save space has not been | 
allowed to materially interfere with this much-valued and distin- | 

suishing feature. The book incorporates all decisions of value down 

to the beginning of the last Long Vacation. It will in no wise 


disappoint those who have long 
we cordially recommend it 


been familiar with past editions, and 
to the profession. 


The Railway 


Reports oF Cases DeciDED BY THE Ramway anp Cana Com 
MISSIONERS By J. H. Batrour Browne, K.C., Water H. 
Macnamara, Registrar to the Railway and Canal Commission, 
and RaLtpu NEVILLE and W. Rovertson, Barristers-at-Law. 
VoLumE NXIII. o RamLway AND CanauL Trarric CaASsEs. 
Sweet & Maxwell. 


and Canal Commissioners. 


This new volume of the valuable series of Railway and Canal 
Trafhe Cases covers the period from the Michaelmas sittings of 1906 
to the Long Vacation of 1909, and contains reports of twe nty-seven 
cases. Some of tl e cases are to be found in the ordinary series of 


reports, others can only be found conveniently here, and we do not 


hesitate to say that a are ot ecg to railw: Ly companies 
and traders, though, of course, the degree of importance varies con 


siderably. Probably one of the most importaint points decided in 


these cases was that in orth Staffordshire Colliery Owners’ Associa 





nportant changes in the criminal law been | 


Staffordshire Rai way Co. and Others. By the Rail 
Act, 1894, it is provided that where a company 
have since the 31st of December, 1892, increased any rate. the burden 
lies on the company to prove that increase is reasonable. 
Before this Act was passed, it was presumed that a rate which did 
not exceed the maximum rate allowed could not be unreasonable. 
The defendant company reduced certain rates in 1895, and sub- 
sequently, in 190¢ them again to the amount at which they 
stood before the reduction. They were then no higher than they 
had been in 1892. The Court of Appeal held that in 1900 the com- 
pany had “ inereased the said rates” within the meaning of the Act, 
and that they could be called upon to shew that such increase was 
reasonable. This was the decision of the Master of the Rolls and 
Moulton, L.J., from which Kennedy, L..J., pers ene ind it reversed 
the finding of the Commissioners, presided over by Bigham, J. The 
cases in this volume are admirably reported, with such fulness of 
detail as to make the reports suitable to the requirements of railway 
men, 
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Poisons and Pnarmacyv 


RELATING TO Potsons AND PHARMACY 
By W.S. Giyn-JoNes, 


WITH NOTES, 
Barrister-at-Law. 


THE Law 
CASES STATUTES, &C. 
Butterworth & Co. 

| This is likely to be found a useful work 
cerns, and also by medical men, chemists, coroners and others. It 

very full and complete statement of the law relating to the 

poisons and the practice of pharmacy—-a subject of consider- 
able obse rity and difficult y, upon which a work of this class is 
fhe principal decisions on the subject are dealt with very 

10 pains appear to have been spared by the author to 

include everything likely to be of service to the reader, including the 

utical Society. 


by such lawyers as it con 


no 


bye-laws of the Pharmace 


Industrial Dise:ses and Accidents. 


INDUSTRIAL Diseases AND AcctpeNts. By W. J. Greer, F.R.C.S., 
D.P.H.I. J. W. Arrowsmith ; Simpkin, Marshall, & Co. 


This is a medical book by a writer who has had great practical 
expr ( nee of its subject. It is in the form of a lexicon, giving in 
alphabetical order descriptions of the symptoms of various diseases 
and injuries and their after results, an’ of the bones and organs of 
the human body. It is likely to be of great use to practitioners 
engaged in workmen’s compensation cases, as ~ expanstions are 
very lucid and suited to the requirements of lawye 


Books of the Week. 


Principles of the Law of Real Property : intended as a First Book 
for the Use of students in Conveyancing. By the late JosHua 
Witurams, K.C. The Twenty first Edition. Re-arranged and Partly 
Re-written, by his son, T. Cyprian Witiiams, LL.B., Barrister 
at cae. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The Licensing Acts. By the late James Paverson, M.A., Barris- 
ter-at-Law. Being the Licensing Acts, 1828 to 1906, a with 
all Relative Excise, Inland Revenue. Innkeepers, Sunday Closing 
and Grogeing Acts, with Notes; and the Law Relating to Clubs, 
Theatres, Music and Dancing, Racecoutses, Billiards Compensation, 
Contracts of Sale of Licensed Premises, and Rates 
land Taxes on Licensed Property, and Forms. By Witiram W. 
| Mackenzie, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Twentieth Edition. But- 
| terworth & Co. ; Shaw & Sons. 
| 
' 


| Covenants, 


The Law and Practice of Criminal Appeals, including Appeals 

from Justices to Sessions ; Special Cases from Justices ; Special 
| Cases from Sessions ; Certiorarl ; Mandamus ; Prohibition ; Habeas 
| Corpus ; Bail ; and Appeals oy xr the Criminal A aoe Act, 1907 ; 
| with Forms, Apper dices, &e. By Frepertc Joun Wrorrestey and 
| Berrram Jacops, Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 


Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Councils being a Concise 
and Liabilities under the Local 
Menzies, Barrister 


County, District, and Parish 
| Guide to their Powers, Duties 
Government Acts of 1888 and 1894. By J. as 
at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


Butterworth’s Yearly Digest of Reported Cases for the year 1909 : 

being the Second Annual Supplement of Kutterworth’s Ten Years’ 
Digest. and Containing the Cases Decided in the Supreme and other 
Courts, including a Copious Selection of Reporte | Cases Decided in 
the I [rish and Scotch Courts, with Lists of Cases Digested, Overruled, 
Considered, &e. and of Statutes. Orders, Rules, &c., Referred to, 


Edited by Harry CLover, Barrister-at-Law, Butterworth & Co, 
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An Epitome of Personal Property Law. By W. H. Hastines 
Keke, M.A., Barrister-at-Law. Third Edition. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Roman Law Examination Gui le, containing an Historical Sketch, 
Tables, an Analysis, and Examination Questions and Answers 
(Selected Chiefly from Recent Rae Examinations). Designed for the 
Bar and other Law Examinations. By J. A. SHearwoop, Barrister 
at-Law. Second Edition, Kievised and inlarged. Sweet X 
(Limited). 

Farmer’s Wills and other Precedents in Relation. By Henry 
BRIGHOUSE, Solicitor. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited), 

Sweet & Maxwell (iuid to the Legal Profession, the London 
LL.B.. the Law Cler] Certifi 


with Suggested Courses of Reading. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


f 


American Law Review: November December, 1909. Editor. 


CHarLes E. Grinnect. Reeves & Turner. 


Correspondence. 
Law Degrees. 
[To the Editor bf the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 
Sir,—i note that the 


pass their final examinati 


without sitting for their matriculation examination. 
privilege 


yn with honours to proceed to a 
Surely the 
» ought to be extended to all solicitors, or some 
should be made by the Law Society Tt hold a separate Honours 
Examination for men who in the past did not sit for honours, and thus | 
cannot take advantage of the rule 


Is it not time the Law S y insisted on all bodies accepting thei 
first examination if they accept the first examination of such bodies t 
As an encouragement to solicitors to procee ilaw degree, I would 


suggest that all admitted men of say five or ten years’ standing should 

be exempt from the first examinatior .% universities. 

Perhaps others interested in this subject will express their opinions, 
LICITOR. 


Points to be Noted. 
Conveyancing and Equity. 


Heirlooms—Vesting.—Heirlooms settled “ u ) far as the 
] 
! 


rules of law and equity will allow to permit the same to be used held 
and enjoyed with the mansion hor ise. . . by the person or persons 
who for the time being shall be entitled to the said mansion-house 
under the limit tions ther of herein contained,” yet so that for the 
etiect of transmission they shall not vest absolutely in anv person. 


made by the settlement tenant in tail mal in tail by purchase, 
who shall not attain twenty-one, will not vest absolutelv in an eldest 


son, tenant in tail male in rema nder, theage of twenty-one. They 





will divest if he dies without into possession of the settled 
estate. This ordinary form ot nent « heirloom ll be eon 
prsean: as sufficient indication of the settlor’s intention that the hei: 


looms should not vest a solutely, except in a tenant in tail male 
possession.—Rk Lorp CHesHAM’s SETTLEMENT (C.A., June 15) 


(1909, 2 ¢ ‘h. 329). 


Stale Demand in Equity.—Exuitable relief \ refused on the 
— of staleness of demand, “ where the party has slept upon his 

ght and acquir d for a great length of time”; and so foreclosure 
Was not Sanaa oft an ¢ juitable mortgage of an advowson in gross. 
in respect of which no claim, no payment, and no acknowledgment 
had been made since its creation, forty-eight years before. But an 
advowson, not being “land,” is not covered by the Real Property 
Limitation Act, 1833.—Brooks v. MuCKLEsToNn (Joyce, J., July 26) 
(1909, 2 Ch. 519). : 


Practice 


Justices—Warrant to Compel Personal Attendance of Defendant. 

On the true construction of the Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1848, 
and following Pesse// v. Wilson (1853, 1 E. & B. 489), a defendant 
who is re presented by col l or by licite r at the hearing ol a 
summons issued by a court of summary ji uri sdiction need not appeai 
personally, and the justices have no jurisdiction to issue 
at the hearing to compel his personal attendance.—R. 


Warrant 
['HOMPSON 


(K.B. Div. Ct., June 17) (1909, 2 K. b. 614). 
Evidence Acknowledgn ent t of ludebted ness.—!n an action by 
l laries against a truste Fa tment of trust funds,where, 


7 
| 
| 


Maxwell | 


nd to Students’ Law Books, | 


northern universities allow solicitors who | 
law degree | 


provision | 


| 





| in any way extended by section 25 


as against the tenant for life, the trustee pleaded the Statute of 
Limitations and section 8 of the Trustee Act, 1888, it was held not to 
be a good answer to this plea if the capital and income accounts of 
the trustees’ solicitors (one of whom had since died) with the trustees 


| were produced and shewed payment of interest on the funds. For 


(1) these are not entries by a dead man against interest, but entries 
by the firm ; (2) they shew payment of interest on a debt from the 
firm to the trustees, not from the trustees to the beneficiaries ; and 
(3) payment of interest by a trustee to a life tenant is not in any 
case an acknowledgment of the existence of the trust principal in 
favour of the life tenant.—Re Fountatne (C.A., June 23, 24) 
(1909, 2 Ch. 382). 


Foreclosure Order Nisi—Addition of Judgment Creditor as 
Defendant: —When a mortgagee has obtained a foreclosure order 
vist, and subsequently a creditor of the mortgagor obtains judgment 
and equitable execution in another action, it is right that the judg 
ment creditor should be added as a defendant in the foreclosure 
action. But he cannot claim to disturb the terms of the foreclosure 
order xis? by obtaining an extension of time for redemption ; and the 
proper form of order is that he be added as a defendant to the action, 


and that the proceedings be carried on between the original plaintiff 


and the two defendants as if the judgment creditor had been origin- 
ally a defendant.—Rr Parso ia (Limirep) (Warrington, J., July 16) 
(53 SoOLicrToRrs’ JOURNAL, 697 ; 1909, 2 Ch. 437). 


Taxation of Costs—Three Counsel.—The principle of taxation is 
stated in R.S.C. LXV., r. 27 (29), to be the allowance of “all 
such costs, charges and expenses, as shall appear to [the master] to 


defe ndiog the ri te of any party.” If there are more defe ndants 
than one, and their interests are not identical, it is the duty of each 


| of them to tight his own case, and none of them i is to be deprived of 
| the advantage of doing so by the fact that his peat ot a sir doing 


their duty by themselves. Therefore a defendant may be allowed 
three counsel on a party and party taxation, in a proper case, even it 
his co-defendants, whose interests up to a certain point were the 
sale, were represented by two.—GrEAT WESTERN RAILWAy Co. 2. 
CarPALLA Unitep CuHtna Cray Co. (Limirep) (No. 2) (Eve, J., 
July 15, 27) (53 Soricrrors’ JOURNAL, 699 ; 1909, 2 Ch. 471). 


Bankruptcy—Application to Expunge Proof.—Rule 25 of th 
second schedule to the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, reads : “‘ The court may 
also expunge or reduce a proof , in the case of a composition 
or scheme, upon the application of the debtor.” “Composition 01 
scheme” here means one that is acce pted by the creditors and i 
pending before the court. If the creditors reject the proposed “~ 


| ment, then (a) the debtor’s application will be entertained by the 


—_— only in exceptional circumstances (as in Ev parte Bluck, 1887, 

. Ro 720, 4 Morr. 273); and (4) the costs of an unsuccessful 
om p lie ition are payable, not out of the estate, but by the debtor afte: 
|his discharge. tt Benorst (Phillimore, J., July 7, 19) (53 
SoLiciTors’ JOURNAL, 700 ; 1909, 2 K. B. 784); Re Pretine (Philli- 
more, J., July 25, 29) (1909, 2 K. B. 788). 


Workmen's Compensation—Jurisdiction of County Court Judge 
On the true construction of the Wurkmen’s Compensation Act 
1906, a county court judge, sitting to hear an application for compen- 
sation under the Act, is a “ statutory arbitrator,” with powers ne 7 
vreater nor less than are given by the Act to arbitrators under i 
= so—even apart from “the authority of Mountacn v. Parr Us 
K. 353; 1899, 1 Q. B. 805)—he has no jurisdiction in suc sh cases to 
ac an order for discovery before the hearing.—SuTTon v. GREA' 
Nortuern Rattway Co. (C.A., July 20) (1909, 2 K. B. 791). 


Equitable Execution—Patent Rights.—In Holmes v. Millage (4! 
WR. 354; 1893, 1 Q. B. 551) it was decided that the jurisdiction ol 
the court to grant a receiver by way of equitable execution was wot 
(8) of the Judicature Act, 187: 
The court cannut, therefore, appoint a receiver by way of executio 
of rents, profits ‘and moneys receivable by a judgment debtor 
respect of his interest in English patents —Epwarps & Co. 
PicarD (C.A., July 23, 30) (1909, 2 K. B. 903). 








Referring to a claim by one company against another, which wa: 
before Mr. Justice Hamilton in the King’s Bench Division last week, 
says the Hrening Standard, Mr. Scrutton, K.C., said he had arranged 
with counsel for the other side to hear the case without the sper ial jury 
vhich had been summoned. He was of opinion that the jury would b 
f no use to them, as it was composed principally of small shop keepers. 
In days gone by, when commercial cases were heard at the Guildhall, a 
jury of City men who knew something of such matters was empanelled, 

it the present jury was quite useless for the purpose. His lordship said 
i doubted whether anything could be done, but he would make a 
note of the matter. 
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“CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


THE KING ON THE PROSECUTION OF THE LEWISHAM BOROUGH 
COUNCIL v. SOUTH-EASTERN RAILWAY CO. No. 1. 18th Jan. 


RAIL WAY STREETS—IMPROVEMENT—STATUTORY OBLIGATION ON RaiLWay 
ComMPANY TO WIDEN STREET IN EVENT OF THEIR ACQUIRING 
‘ ABUTTING ’’ ON StREET—C.avseE TO THAT Errecr LNsertED IN BILL 
as TERM OF WITHDRAWAL OF Opposition By Loca AuTrHoRITY—Lanpb 
ACQUIRED SEPARATED FROM STREET BY STREAM—Conpuct Or COMPANY 

EstopPEL—SouTH-Eastern Raitway Act, 1899 (62 & 63 Vict. c. 
LXXVIuL.), Ss. 20. 

| clause in a railway Act provided that in the event of the railway 
mpany acquiring any land abutting upon a certain road they should 
widen the road. The company, under the powers of that Act, acquired 
lund separated from the road by a small stream, and the local authority 
yave notice that the road was to be widened. The railway company 
denied liability on the ground that the land in fact acquired did not 
‘abut’ on the street, by reason of the existence of the stream. Ridley, 
J., on the trial of a return of a prerogative writ of mandamus (granted 
at the instance of the successors of the local authority who had opposed 
the Bill, but had withdrawn their opposition upon the terms, inter alia, 
/ the insertion of this clause in the Bill) commanding the company to 
widen the road in accordance with the clause in the Act, held that as 
the construction of the expression ‘‘land abutting on” the road was 
ambiquous, any inference to be drawm from the conduct of the parties 
in the negotiation which led to the insertion in the Bill of the clause 
n question was admissible. There was clear evidence that the conduct 
of the company in the negotiations with the local authorities had been 
uch as to induce their representatives to believe that the obligation to 
widen the road would attach if the company acquired the lands which 
they had in fact acquired, and consequently the company, being estopped 
hy their conduct from saying that the land did not “ abut” within the 
meaning of the clause upon this street, were bound to widen the street. 
The railway company appealed. 

The Court of Appeal dismissed the appeal, agreeing with Ridley, J. 

Per Farwell, L.J.—Physical continuity of the land acquired need not 
nece ssarily in law exist in order to constitute the land acquired ‘land 
the highway. 

Appeal by the railway company from a decision of Ridley, J., on 
an issue raised by the return of the South-Eastern Railway Co. to a 
prerogative writ of mandamus. The mandamus was granted for the 
purpose of compelling the company to.widen a road in the Metropolitan 
Borough of Lewisham called Hither Green-lane, as it was alleged that 
the company were under the obligation to do so by virtue of section 20 
of the South-Eastern Railway Act, 1899. That section provided in 
terms that if the railway company should acquire any land abutting 
upon Hither Green-lane they should widen the road. The clause had 
been inserted in the Bill for the Act as the outcome of negotiations 
between the company and certain local authorities who had opposed the 
Bill, but had withdrawn their opposition upon the terms, inter alia, of 
the insertion of this clause in the Bill. The company, under the powers 
of the Act, acquired land separated from the road by a small stream. 
or (if, as was possible, the middle of the stream constituted che 
houndary) by a mojety of the stream. The conduct of the company in 
the negotiations with the local authorities had been such as to induce 
their representatives to believe that the obligation to widen the road 
would attach if the company acquired the lands which they had in fact 
acquired. Ridley, J., held, without deciding whether, as a matter of 
construction, the expression ‘‘land abutting on’’ the road ought to 
be interpreted as extending to land separated from the road as the 
company’s land was, that (the expression being ambiguous) the company 
were estopped by their conduct in the negotiations with the local 
authorities from denying that the expression bore that interpretation, 
and that the company were consequently bound to widen the road. The 
railway company appealed, and contended that they were not estopped 
from saying that the words of an Act of Parliament which were per- 
fectly clear must be construed to mean what they said. The word the 
interpretation of which was disputed was ‘‘ abut’”’; that implied imme 
diate contiguity, and had been so interpreted by the court in several 
Here the land did not ‘‘ abut,’’ for the stream divided 
Without hearing counsel for the respondents, 
said the conclusion he had come to wa: 

The question was the meaning to be 
attached to the word ‘“‘abut’”’ in the proviso to section 20 of the Act 
of 1899. To hold that the land acquired did not abut within the 
meaning of that section would be to give a meaning to that word 
which was contrary to the intention of the parties when the bargain 
was come to. 

FARWELL, L.J., agreed He thought, but it was not necessary to 
decide it in this case, that actual contiguity need not necessarily exist 
in law in order that land should. within the meaning of an Act of 
Parliament, ‘‘abut’’ upon a highway, provided that the land was 
within such contiguity as brought it reasonably within the sort of 
‘“‘abuttal’’ which would give rise to the liability contended for, and 
satisfy the object for which the section was inserted in the Act. 

Kennepy. L.J., concurred with Farwell, L.J. Appeal dismissed, with 
costs.—CouNnseL, .Wacmorran, K.C., and Clode, for the appellants; 


abutting on ” 


reported cases. 
it from the road. 

VauGHAN WituiaMs, L.J., 
that Ridley, J., was right 


| 
{ 
| 


LAND 


Avory, K.C., and A. H. Poyser, for the respondents. 
Watkin; Templer, Down, & Miller. 


(Reported by Ensxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


PERRY ». NATIONAL PROVINCIAL BANK OF ENGLAND. No. 2. 
19th Jan. 
PrincipAL AND Surery—ConrTRact oF 
SURETY AFTER RELEASE OF PRINCIPAL DeEBTOR—NovaTION. 
A surety is not discharged by the release of the principal debtor if 
he has expressly bound himself by the instrument creating the surety- 
ship tv continue liable. 


Soricitors, W. 


The plaintiff mortgaged certain properties to the defendant bank to 


| secure all moneys for the time being due on the overdraft of Perry 








Bros., a firm consisting of his two sons. The mortgages were in the 
usual banker’s form, containing a clause that the bank should be at 
liberty without thereby affecting their rights under the mortgage ‘‘ to 
determine or vary any credit to the debtors or any of them, to vary, 
exchange, or release any other securities held or to be held by the 
bank for or on account of the moneys hereby secured or any part 
thereof, to renew bills or promissory notes in any manner, and to 
compound with, give time for payment of, and accept compositions 
from and make any arrangement with the debtors or any of them.”’ 
Perry Bros. got into financial difficulties, and, there being several 
bankruptcy petitions pending against them, they called a meeting of 
their creditors, at which a scheme was accepted that a company should 
be formed to take over all the properties owned by Perry Bros., and 
issue to the creditors in satisfaction of their debts debenture stock to 
the amount of their debts plus 25 per cent. In pursuance of this 
scheme, which had been approved by the plaintiff, the secretary of 
the company wrote to the defendant bank offering them debenture 
stock for the amount of their debt from Perry Bros., with a bonus 
of 25 per cent. At the foot of the letter was the following statement 
‘* Amount of debt, £3,530; less value of security held, £1,630—£1,900 ; 
25 per cent. bonus, £475; total, £2,375.’’ There was a form of request 
enclosed in these terms: ‘* Please allot to me debenture stock to the 
value of £2,375, being the amount of my claim against Perry Bros. 
ma l agree to accept such debenture stock in full discharge of my 
claims against Perry Bros.’’ The bank signed this form of request, and 
debenture stock of the nominal value of £2,375 was allotted to them. 
The plaintiff brought the present action for a declaration that there was 
nothing due on the mortgages, and to have a reconveyance of the 
properties. Neville, J., was of opinion that there was a complete 
novation, and, the debt having been released, the surety must also 
be released. He accordingly made the declaration asked for by the 
plaintiff. The defendant bank appealed. 

Tur Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FLetcHer 
Buckiry, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozrens-Harpy, M.R., said that the case was a curious one. It arose 
out of the law of principal and surety, and it was important to dis 
tinguish clearly between the rights under an ordinary contract of 
suretyship not containing special provisions and the rights of a surety 
when the instrument creating the suretyship contained special clauses. 
In what might be called the simple case, a surety was discharged if, 
for example, a creditor gave time to his principal debtor, and a@ fortiori 
if a creditor released his principal debtor the surety was released too. 
There were many other acts which might release the surety if there 
was no reservation of rights against him, but if in the instrument of 
suretyship there was a provision that the surety should continue liable 
notwithstanding the doing of any act, all these doctrines had no applica 
tion at all. The first point in the present case was that the plaintiff, 
the surety, claimed that the bank should hand over his property because 
there was no longer any liability upon him as surety, the debt having 
been released. Neville, J., had taken that view. In his (the Master 
of the Rolls) opinion, there were two disttnct and independent. points. 
{t was clear that by the transaction by which the bank accepted deben 
tures in accord and satisfaction of part of the debt, that part of the 
debt was gone just as much as if it had been paid in cash, and the 
bank were not entitled to claim against the surety for that part of 
the debt. That, however, left the £1,630, and as to that sum it was 
plain that the bank were mortgagees, and’ mortgagees only, in respect 
of the property, which they valued at £1,630. It was plain that the 
equity of redemption in that property did not remain in Perry Bros., 
but passed to the company, and there was no ground for holding that 
that which was once a mortgage had ceased to be a mortgage by reason 
of any transaction between Perry Bros. and the company. The result 
was that that debt was still owing to the bank, but it was said that 
there could be no right against the surety because Perry Bros. had been 
released by reason of the arrangement that the bank had come to with 
them, and there could not be a surety after the release of the principal 
debtor. The answer to that was that it was possible for a surety to 
contract with a creditor in the suretyship instrument that the surety 
should remain liable although his principal had ceased to be liable. 
The first case on the subject was Cowper v. Smith (4 M. & W. 519). 
It might be said that in that case there was no release in terms by the 
creditor, and that the composition deed might be construed as merely 
a covenant not to sue the debtor. although there was no word in the 
judgment to support that view. But in the case of the Bank of Man- 
chester v. Beech (3 H. & C. 672) the composition deed contained a 
release in terms by the creditor of the principal debtor, and Pollock, 
C.B.. in his judgment, pointed out that Cowper v. Smith was an 
authority that a composition with the principal debtor was not a dis- 
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charge of the surety we re he had express eel ontinue liable. | meant a conventio: as day according to the custom of the por 
That being so, the position was that Tabi lit gp seon by the] the amount of de murrage incurred at the port of loading 
mortgage was a liability of Perry Bros., for whi 4 the plaintiff con- | abated by credit being g nf the number of days save 
tinued liable notwithstanding the release of Perry 3ros. by the bank of discharge ; 
The order of Neville, J., ought to be varied, and a declaration made Gia apbtan Pa, ee re, ones . sin BR 
that the plaintiff was entitled to have his deed back on payment to| ,,,.:. +] : fer ee ws we oe ol - 8.3 rT 
the bank of the £1,630, or so much thereof as remained owing i “a F endants as cnharterel ott rat vessel tou demu 
, 4 L er-party dated the 31st March, 1908, by which 
FieTcHER Movutton and Bucktry, L.JJ., also delivered judgments | ¢, | ok ‘ao ok: cats ia aie ait Meee r 
allowing the appeal.—CounseL, Jenkins, K.C., and KH. Beaumont: . Pte glee: - iganiese ore si ems 0% 
Hughes, K.C., and (. J. Mathew. Soxicrror Vilde, MV e. Wiast ai Mi Li ere follows : \ 
& Co.; Francis, Miller, &: Steel : wh sa, 1 ‘ at ‘ | e foad in a customary m 
rs Ww EEK oraered I Sip pe or his agel a ! 
[Reported by J. I. Stirtine, Barrister-at-Law.] ns) . . o be shipped at the } 
ieuuiibaiaii a day « t uw | W (weather ] S 
nF a ilways exe i ind to be dischay t 
High Come—Chenvery . day (except in, the case ‘of strikes of miners, or workm 
Or men p ! AN ‘ l 
HESLOP PARAGUAY CENTRAL RAILWAY CO. (LIM.), Eve ! to load or discl hip « Sundays or holida 
2ist Jan. work to be done, | 1 time ac tually used 
ComMpANY—D&EBENTURE StOCK—INTEREST Out or Net PRrorti1 Res sale — d er all vo; performed under and du 
FuNp—CaARRYING FoRWARD BALANC} af ; oF ul charter to avoid demurrage The vess 
ice e cargo on the 30th April, my &a not in # 
wl company issued debenture stock, the te est which u f he js until the th May when st commenced loading, and 
paid out of the net earnings of the compan Lh npany |} (to) the 11th June. The question for the decision of th rt 
set aside a sum repre nting profit | ) t] lay days ere to | measured, and two subsid 
Tleld. that the compan / were only entitled te et ch / 1Z hat aay and how the lay days at the 7 
the 2 as wa Pi purse be _ sr pit - ee ( J the er ? ys. ¢ “| a. ging were to be aver ged o1 dealt with toget 
ve vatance Ought to ve disrriguled among the aeve ILTON, J., in the course of his judgment, after s 
This was a motion to restrain the defendant compat vas contended by t lefendants that under the 
directors until the trial of the action | Trom setting ide ; part not a cal ! lay, but a conventior la 
of the earnings of the company for the year ending the 30th of June. were to be clear vorking d ys of t 
1909, or any subsequent yei to pre le ! futu r¢ from mld be mad up by hours on m ny a t 
time to time of its rolling stock, permanent ay, or other pi ind would depend upon the usual wor 
(2) from carrying any part of its profits for such year to reset d that particular por Accord to the evidence, the worki 
(3)from carrying forward any part of such profits u | mpany | Ma 50a Was ten ana lf t ty relied uj 
should have paid in full the interest for the year on its 5 per cent. | cle ode ts in suppor’ of ¢t mt case of / 
debenture stock. In 1908 the company 1 ied £1,300.000 5 per cent | ir pe Therian Tron O ( Sle 5 C 
debenture stock to rank subject to a prior lien debenture stocl | t s quite tru that in that p 
£600,000. The stock was secured by a deed of the 25th « Marc} t exist in tl Narter-} in the present Ast 
1908, of which the plaintiff ere ti id it provided that th nel to ut night if required, and also on § 
interest on the stock should be pay able only out of the net earnit idays ! t n not to c unless used. In tl} 
of the company in any year ending on the 30th of June, after payment ae s that if the charterers could arran oO 
of all working and administration expens nd should be payable | nd days, the ship is to all work to proceed 
so far as such net earnings after such payment yuld end I'he Ul used t t He did not, however, think 
net profits for the year ending on the 30th « June 1909 ter | ment : “i t t ould 4 essfully disti uished fr 
of interest on the prior lien debenture 19.246 hich, added | 1 it seemed » him that part from it! 
to the sum of £22,250 brought forward from the precedi vear, left onstruction of the clause in the chartei party was tl 
a balance of £41,497, of which it was prot ed to p £10,000 to should ive, not a day | the lendar, but a cert I 
reserve and to carry forward the bal of £31,497 TI use f T : hich work in the ord y course would be d , He 
Dent London Tramwa ('o. (16 Ch. D 14 S ] P d t tnougn he d ndant contention on = it poi i 
Ever, J said the company had undi ited reve o th imount di % - said that th were en titled to ‘ 
ae £41,497, of which it proposed to place £10.000 to serve nd Vt ! Oot twent fon } . for "i adi ig 1 «¢ } 
to carry forward the bal of £31,497. the ult of hich that that me by raging the day | 
none of it was to be uti ed in p vil the nteres he del ture cl u BW average 5 meant tl numb I ¢ d s for ship 
stock. The trustee iy that they ought not to allow that ite of ween t pulated, l tl 1 ber of d for di 
things to continue, and have brou ht th ( Foran] N ipul the vesse right to demurrage must be d I 
in my opinion, on the e, t m] t pro ; : hich happ tat the port of loading, anc 
for the maintenance of the of the net - I ti a} im days for lk here hough th 1 
the £10,000 which th place te e1 be | 1 dis e might entitle the chart ( 
treated as made up propor the two sum f £29 95 a nurra d 1e port of _ lo ding | | 
£19,246. That would, ror | reduce the latte: m oP ae pb ol day ed at tl | { discharge I 
£14,000. Ought I to restrain the mpany from rrvi t! um the ¢ river part a B I ding t Marmag \ 
forward? [ see no reason why [ should not grant an ir ju bc n, but mes ja as u , ut the ae nulis were 
the best form of order ll be to declare that the « mpa! re entitled | °° © pETORS 208 4 pices ll la half day nd th 
to set aside so much as, in the opinion of the directors, is required | in their fa ie oP ass £5 9.— Cot WSEE, Cri / ny I ( Ch 
for the maintenance of the urity, and that the balan ht to be | plainti eed he, KC na m Mille I t c 
distributed among the debenture stock holders CouNSEL, Stewart SOLICIT Parl Garrett, Holman, & Howd i 
Smith, K.C., and Attwater; P.O. Lawrence. K nd //. | Vright oon : 
Soticrrors, W. H. Paterson; Ashurst, Morris, Criap, & ¢ eapantes by Seanane ©. Pegwe et 


{Reported by 8. E. Writtrams, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
WATSON BROTHERS SHIPPING CO. (LIM. 


City o 


MYSORE MANGANESE The s¢ 1 








. 1 banquet of City of London Sol 
CO. (LIM.). Hamilton, J. llth and 12th Jan. vas held at Carn eee 2 r 
SH1p-—CHARTER-PARTY—DeEMURRAGE—LAY Days Day Averacine | VRAWroRD, City Soli the Mas presidin Am 
or Days. ere:—Sir John Bi Mr. J Bucknill. Sir ( 
led (i Director of bli ecutio 
A charter-party provided (inter alia) that a vessel should proceed t ctor of bli uti Wim. Ha 

Ma London), Mr. W. H terbot! p ~ 
a certain port, and there load in a -¢ tomory manner . loh n (Vj p oe i ; -_ \ r \} 
(about 5,000 tons), to he hipped at the rate of 500 toi per clea re 1 ‘i Willis : me See ee. Buc knill (Secreta 
working day of twenty-four hou Sunday ana alin ty), ‘ . am - layes (li f ent. Th ; 

{ { Societv of eland). Si ) a > . 
clways excepted, and to be discharged at 500 tons per 7 —_ : : WP. a r i Rav! J A in -. Mr. J. W 
Tn case charterers can arra ge to load or discharge shi; Sundays, or | 1 Ander M E | rd Will ei “ Mr. rod ." 
holidays, cantain to allow work a j salt kan . , derson, Mr. Kdware ilbertorce, r. V} 
‘ y “iat w work to be done, half h time actually used | Ernest E. Bent ull, Mr. C. Walton 


fo count. Days to he ave aged over all 


yages to he performed under Howden. M ( 
and during the entire currency of ti charter to avoid demurraqe.’?| p c~ ¢ | 
In an action brought by the shipowner for demurraae 1 , yA\r.- 


Held, that, on the true construction of the | The loy il ant 


charte: party, 
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[he Senton WARDEN (Mr. Peregrine C, C. Francis, M.A.) proposed 
the health of the Lord Mayor, the Sheriffs, and the Corporation ot 


London. He said the court of the company had, he thought, laid the | 











| 
| 
| 
| 


foundation upon which their successors in office might build with assur- | 
nce. One of the objects fon ich the company was formed was to 
bring together the articled clerks and its members, not only for the 
urpose of instruction—that they left to a g eat extent in the hands of 
he parent society, the Law Society ut socially, in order that they 


ich would be good for them through 


might make lifelong friends} 





it their professional career. 
[he Lorp Mayor returned thank 


Mr. Justice BuCKNILL proposed the toast of “‘ The City of London 
Solicitors’ Company, coupled with the health of the Master ana 
Wardens.” He said that he as called to the Bar in 1868, and that 
his experience was that solicitors when they were called upon to brief 

insel put aside personal friendships and personal desires and sent 
the brief to the chambers of the man who they knew was best qualified 


1 
t 


to represent the interests of their client. Whatever the public might 
they might rest assured that the great profession to which they 


+ 
t 








elonged in its different | } olicitors, barristers, and judges— 
all at ne in doing ne he lp litigants to get at the truth 

1 the end He hoped that the members of the society, whatever its 
mmediate object, might always feel that they were all members of 
great profession, « ted for the purpose ot helping persons in the 
tance to settle their d hey could honourably do so, 


| in the second instance ficht to the death for their honour when 














\ att ed 
| MASTER said t | pal objects of the company were to look 
ne terest t mobers ¢ ul legal protession, and to render 
sistance In 118 pow? to th parent ocievy. Most solicitors 
he City were exceedingly isy men, and they found it irksome at 
g is f as | laa and it was therefore considered 
at ney hould h ; ier OWn company where they could 
t ld iss their own at the same time watch the 
ts of the lower branch of the profession so far as they were 
f i in tl City '- pe twelve months the society had 
very hard at work, and it had been in close touch with the Law 
Society and with tl other associations throughout the kingdom. 
vere some I t < \ h th J ery ereatly disapproved, par- 
uly of the method of adv ny adopted by some of the officials 
s ors were tied by t st gest methods, they were carefully 
tched ove d if they happened to err, they could be brought to 
yimen t on ‘I t thing they attempted to do was to 
it rhe company cot ed that solicitors had a right to protection, 
ad tne’ had ay | ‘0% ched e parent society with the object of getting 
| protection \not import matter which had been considered 
instruction « | | rk They knew how carefully 
educat l <4 tn Lav Sor but articled clerks 
t ( { es ‘to ge ) icery-lane, and the 
" ouring fe | Library in the very centre 
we Cit ‘ » ys d he hoped their efforts 
1 be ught to S ( =sue then proposed the health 
| Legal Profes ‘e ving they were justly proud of 
heir professio Thev k vy pel that the judges were at 





present overworked. It might be possible to find a remedy without 














ing the judicial bench, but no one could deny that the judges 
vere overworked. Thei u had been enormously increased of late 
years. ‘riminal trials were bound to occupy more time than ever 
before in view of the g of education and the right of prisoners 
to give evidence on the own behalf, the long cross-examinations that 
were necessary, and the 1 ty that notes of evidence might be care- 
lly taken down, and the vere a large number of cases in which 
} had to be most ‘ hy heard by at least three judges and 
mes five All that occupied time and took the judges away from 
ordinary worl N merely the judges of the High Court, but 
he judges of the County Courts were enormously overworked. It 
possible, he thought, to get rid of the arrears either by the creation 
more judges—more permar not merely extra judges for a 
possibly | i ‘ nt of the cireuits. A most 
nportant question v the efforts that were being made to extend the 
u iction of the D Court, and to add that jurisdi tion to the 
County Court Per he sincerely hoped it would not be made 
easy to get rid of 1 narriage tre One saw how ea ily the poorer 
got their sepa orders, and the matter of making divor 
easy re juired the most efu nsideration. OF course. it was 
lingly hard that ] hould have to come up from distant 
parts of the country to London im divorce cases, but there should be 
most careful cor ratic before a vital change was made, and he 
cht it was desiral meet the matter in another way than hand 
g er to the Count ( irts the exercise of Divorce jurisdiction. 
re were many pré ho were not aware of the amount of work 
e by the Law ‘S« : He had heen in the profession thirty-five 
rs. but he had nev nov until the last twelve months during 
which he had beer i of its council, the extraordinary amount 
work done bv ths nd the extraordinary amount of time 
given up by the memh« f the council to that work. The man who 
ok office as president must be prepared to practically give up every 
thing else in order t } fulfil the duties of the office, ; 
Sir Joun Brcowam retu 1 thank He claimed for the profession of 


+} ° , ‘ ‘ 1 + hd M4 
he law the very fro: ) It was a learned profession, it} was an 
honest profession, and the day had gone by when an observation of that 


kind might raise mil It was, moreover, an honourable profession 





and if one looked not merely round this country but around the whol 
civilised world, it would be seen what an important position in each 
country the profession held. Let them look at France, at the United 
States, at Germany, and it would be found that in these countries 
lawyers played an important part in the business of the people. In con 
nection with France, he would remind them only of two great names 
in recent times, Grévy and Waldeck Rousseau. And looking at America, 
they would remember that we had amongst us one of the brightest lights 
of the profession, Mr. Choate. If they went to Germany, a country that 
he knew fairly well, they would find that the leading lights in the Govern 
ment of the day belonged to this great profession. And if they came 
nearer home and looked in our own country and at their own Govern- 
ment, they would see that there the profession held a very distinguished 
position. There were in the present Government Mr, Asquith, Mr. 
tlaldane, Lord Morley, Lord Wolverhampton, and Mr. Lloyd George. 
They were all prominent members of the Government, and this shewed 
that what he had said was true—that the profession was not only 
learned, and it was not only honest, but it was also honourable. Turn 
ing for a moment to the subject upon which the Master had touched 
namely, His Majesty’s judges—he said that the judges were always the 
subject of a little sharp criticism. It was said by some, who, he thought, 
ought to know better, that they were lazy. Let him assure the meeting 
that it was not true. They worked hard, and he believed they worked 
well, and he agreed with the Master that instead of having less of them, 
they ought to have more of them. It did not do to hurry work upon 
the bench. He remembered the late Lord Chief Justice Coleridge saying 
to him that the art of a good judge was to send both litigants away 
from his court feeling satisfied, and that could only be done in one way 
that was by listening to what each man had to say with a desire to 
appreciate the arguments which he put forward rather than to depreciate 
them, and if that was done, it took no doubt a little more time in the 
first instance, but in the long run it saved time, for it saved appeals. 
Therefore, let them not think the judges were lazy. They were doing 
their best, as they had done in the past, and he was quite sure they 
would continue to do their best in the future. Let them remember that 
it was on that profession that they had built their young hopes; it was 
in that profession that they had worked and earned success ; and it was 
from that profession that they looked to the time when they should 
retire in peace, and, he hoped also, with honour. 

The PRestpEntT oF THE LAw Soctrety (Mr. W. H. Winterbotham) also 
returned thanks. He said he did not know what was the view generally 
taken of the Council of the Law Society. He thought that many took 
the view that its members were a number of old fossils who were only 
waiting for their dismissal, and that they were not inclined to look 
at reforms which were needful in the profession. He had one thing 
as a qualification as president of the Law Society—he had a profound 
and very sincere belief in the usefulness and value of their profession. 
He had also a very great belief in the future of that profession. He 
thought the future of the profession depended very largely upon them 
selves, and he believed that they had to live up to the times, and that 
they had to deal with questions that arose with what wisdom they 
possessed, and, if he might say so, they had to advance with the 
times. He had some knowledge of the great industries of the country, 
and had seen what great advances they had made during the last forty 
years, and the enormous changes which had taken place. He had seen 
many get poor and many get rich, and the enormous growth of trade 
which had taken place, and he had noticed that those who had done 
what the public required, who had made the article the public needed, 
and who had worked for the price the public wanted, had succeeded, 
and that those who had gong on in the old lines, saying the public 
might take what they had to give, had not succeeded. He thought 
there was much in their own professional work which was produced on 
these same lines. They had to justify their existence by supplying 
what was required. They must look to these things, and see that they 
did not get behind the age. The profession had some difficulties. 
There was no profession the members of which were brought up on 
the lines of their branch of the legal profession. Let them take the 
country articled clerk, for example. He could start his work in the 
town or village in which he had been brought up. He could go through 
his preparation for his profession in that village. He had to come up 
to London to pass certain examinations, and he could succeed in that 
by his own reading and the assistance he could get in his own village. 
and without coming to London or any provincial centre for his educa 
tion. After passing his examination he went to his own country town, 
and there remained. He never met his fellows in the profession, or got 
into contact with them. In the medical profession it was different, for 
the medical man could not complete his education without going to 
some centre, to some medical school, where he mixed with his fellows. 
He had a very strong feeling that this was a very weak point. Legal 
education in the office was very well and very necessary, but there 
ought to be a training and education in legal principles and studies 
which should be got at a school, and he thought this was of the very 
utmost importance to the profession throughout the country. He felt 
that societies such as this—and such societies he should like to see 
in every town in the United Kingdom—were of the very greatest 
value to the profession in that respect. There was nothing that main 
tained the professional spirit more than the meeting together of its 
members for various purposes. It was an enormous help in maintaining 
the honourable practice of the profession. Therefore, he should like 
to see similar societies not only in the City of London and in the 
great. centres, but wherever there were a dozen solicitors practising 
in a town, who should combine for professional purposes. He believed 
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the company would be a great help to the Law Society—in fact, there 
vould not be too much unity and combination between the members 
of the profession. 

The final toast was ‘‘ The Visitors,’ proposed by Mr. J. C. Hotmes 
(Junior Warden), the Rev. H. R. Coorrr-Suirn, D.D. (Master of the 
Vintners’ Company), returning thanks. 

During the dinner «a programme of music was performed by the 
Imperial Orchestra, and at dessert Miss Phyllis Lett, Miss Gwendoline 
Williams, Miss Audrey Richardson, and Mr. Lewis Lett gave a vocal 
and instrumental selection. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday 


Lincotn’s Inn.—J. A. G. Smith (certificate of honour, C.L.E., 
Hilary, 1908); Madhav Shankar Rao Pandit, B.A., and exhibition 
scholar of Jesus College, Oxford, honours in Oriental studies and in 
law, Baden Sanskrit scholar; Gonesh Datta, London University; A. 
N. C. Shelley, Worcester College, Oxford, B.A.; Maung Ba Dun; H. L. 
Beale, Trinity College, Cambridge, M.A.; C. C. Brown, Wadham 
College, Oxford, B.A.; C. R. Blake, Trinity College, Oxford, B.A. : 
Maung San Win, Peterhouse, Cambridge; Nagendra Nath Mukerjee, 
M.A., B.L., Caleutta, a Vakil of the High Court, Calcutta; Ardeshir 
Pherozeshah Mehta, a Vakil of the High Court, Bombay; Ratilal 
(thelabhai Munsif, Bombay University, B.A., LL.B., a Vakil of the 
High Court, Bombay; Maung Mya-U. 


Pearson, M.A., B.C.L., Oxford, certificate 
of honour, Michaelmas, 1909; G. Marsden, B.A., Oxford, certificate 
of honour, Hilary, 1910; R. V. Gwynne, Cambridge; W. P. Spens, 
B.A., Oxford; D. B. Nath, B.A., Cambridge; F. F. Newman, 
Oxford; E. St. J. Jackson, B.A., Oxford; W. G. Elmslie, B.A., 
LL.B., Cambridge; I. 1. Rubinowitz, Oxford, and B.A., Montreal ; 
H. L. M. Forder, B.A., Oxford; H. M. James, Cambridge; W. W. 
Morgan, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; G. Williamson, Oxford, and B.A., 
Harvard; M. C. Thong Chuer, B.A., Oxford; H. W. Anderson, 
Cambridge; H. Atkins, B.A., Oxford; F. M. Maxwell, B.A., 
Oxford; H. Hosken, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge; H. E. Schwartze, B.A., 
Oxford; W. H. Gingell, A.K.¢ London; R. B. Eber, B.A., ¢ 
bridge; J. H. Baines, B.A., Oxford; H. 8S. Fitzroy, B.A., LL.M., 
Cambridge ; T. W. C. Carthew; H. L. Murphy, M.A., Dublin; and 
W. H. Benson-Baker, M.A., Oxford. 


INNER Temple.—F. W. 


Mippite Trempte.—J. D. I. Hughes, Studentship and Certificate of 
Honour, C.L.F., Hilary Term, 1910; C. R. Cooke-Taylor, B.A., Oxford ; 
Syed Abul Hassan; L. Pears; J. A. Lucie Smith; P. H. Morris; C. C. 
Roberts. B.A.. Oxford: Sukadeva Prasad Varma, B.A., Calcutta; 
Keshari Prasad Sinha, B.A. Allahabad, B. Com. Manchester; W. V 
Aldridge; J. Foreman; L. Freedman; J, H. Evans-Jackson; F. G. 
Enness; Patna Somanathan Vythilinga; H. C. G. Macindoe; C. T. 
Samman; Hormusji Ardesir Vakil, B.A., LL.B., Bombay; J. M. R. 
Todd; and J. F. Eales. 


Ctray’s Inn.—FE. Bregeon, Certificate of Honour, C.L.E., Hilary Term, 
1910; T. W. Langman, B.A. and Scholar, Jesus College, Oxford, Holt 
Scholir, Gray's Inn, 1904; J. W. De Silva, Proctor of the Supreme 
Court of Ceylon; J. R. Long, M.R.C.S,, L.R.C.P., London, D.P.H., 
Oxford: Khabeeruddin Ahmed, Magdalene College, Camb.; C. F. C. 
Macaskie, Holt Scholar, Gray’s Inn, 1906; T. B. W. Ramsay, M.A., 
LL.B.. Edinburgh; A. E. Keuneman, B.A., LL.B., and Scholar Pemb 
College, Camb., Joint Arden Scholar, Gray’s Inn, 1910; Jiban Mohan 
Basu, M.A., B.Se., Edinburgh ; J. A. Chamberlain, Holt S« holar, Gray’s 
Inn, 1908; J. Carev, B.A., London: Mir Fuzlai Ali; A. H. Ball ; Thomas 
Dell; J. A. de Zozario, LL.B. (Honours), Edinburgh, B.A., Madras 
University, Lee Inn. 1909. member of the U1 
covenanted Civil Service of Tndia 


Prizeman, (Gray's 


Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Depatina Soctrty.—Jan. 11.—Chairman, Mr. G. C. 
Blagden.—The subject for debate was :_‘* That the case of Wing v 
London General Omnibus Co. (1909, 2 K. B. 652) was wrongly decided. 
Mr. Thornton B. Jones opened in the affirmative, Mr. R. D. L. 
Alexander seconded in the affirmative ; Mr. Samuel Hands opened in 
the negative, Mr. W. H. L. Parry seconded in the negative. The follow 
ing members continued the debate : Messrs Skeels, Lee hman, Hum 
phreys, Lemon, Vere Bass, W. S. Jones, 5. J 2ubinstein, Mattingly, 
Clallaher, Pleadwell, and Blackwell. The motion was lost by two votes. 


THe BrrMINGHAM LAW StupeENTS’ Soctety. Jan. 25. Mr. Norris re 
Foster (vice-president) in the chair.- The reports of the committee and 
treasurer were read and adopted, and a committee for the ensuing yeal 
elected, and other general business was transac ted. The vice president 
then delivered a highly interesting and instructive address dealing 
with the aims, studies, and character of law students. A hearty vote 
of thanks to the vice-president terminated the proceedings. 





Practising English Lawyers Elected 
Members of the New Parliament. 


(As announced up to Thursday Morning.) 

BARRISTERS. 

Apkins, W. R. D., Midland Circuit. 

ATHERLEY-Jonrs, L., K.C., North-Eastern Circuit. 

ATTENBOROUGH, W. A., Midland Circuit. 

Baker, H. T., Western Circuit. 

$ARCLAY, Sir Tuomas, International Lawyer. 

Batuurst, C., Chancery Bar, Oxford Circuit 

Brae, W. P., K.C., Chancery Bar. 

Botanp, J. P., Chancery Bar. 

Butcuer, J. G., K.C., Chancery Bar. 

Carson, Sir E. E 

Cave, G., K.C., Chancery Bar. 

CawLry, H. T., Northern Circuit. 

CLELAND, J. W. 

Coterax, A., North-Eastern Circuit. 

Craic, H. J., North-Eastern Circuit. 

Craic, N. C., K.C., North-Eastern Circuit. 

Cripps, Sir C. A., K.C., Midland Circuit. 

Dickinson, W. H., Parliamentary Draftsman. 

Duke, H. E., K.C., Western Circuit. 

Evans, Sir 8., Solicitor-General. 

GREENWOOD, G. G., Western Circuit. 

(;RIFFITHS, Evtis J., North Wales Circuit. 

GouLpiIna, E. A., Midland Circuit. 

(Gwynne, R. S8., Parliamentary Draftsman and South-Eastern Circuit, 

HeMMERDE, E. G., K.C., Northern Circuit. 

Honter, G. F., K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

Hatt, EF. M., K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

Hume-Witiiams, K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

[LLINGWorRTH, P. H., North-Eastern Circuit. 

Isaacs, R., K.C. 

Jones, Sir D. Brynmor, South Wales Circuit. 

KINLOCH-Cooke, Sir C., Oxford Circuit. 

Low, Sir Frepx., K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

Lytretton, A., K.C., Oxford Circuit. 

Martin, J., K.C., Judicial Committee. 

McCurpy, C. A., Midland Circuit. 

Morean, G. H. 

Moraean, J. Luoyp, K.C., South Wales Circuit. 

Nretp, H., North-Eastern Circuit. 

O'Connor, J., Western Circuit. 

PICKERSGILL, London Sessions, Lord Mayor’s Cou 

Pottarp, Sir G. H., Northern Circuit. 

Pottock, E. M., K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

PRINGLE, W. M. R. 

{AWLINSON, J. F. P., K.C., South-Eastern Circuit. 

REMNANT, JAMFS FARQUHAR. 

Rosson, Sir W. 8., K.C., Attorney-General. 

SALTER, A. C., K.C., Western Circuit. 

SANDERSON, L., K.C., Northern Circuit. 

SHortt, E., North-Eastern Circuit. 

Stuon, J. A., K.C., Western Circuit. 

Situ, I. E., K.C., Northern Circuit. 

STAVELEY-Hitt, H., Oxford Circuit. 

Terretyi, H., K.C., South Wales Circuit. 

Tuomas, ApeL, K.C., South Wales Circuit. 

Tosrn, A. S., K.C., Northern Circuit. 

VerRNEY, F., Midland Circuit. 

WiiiAms, W. L., South Wales and Chester Circuit. 

Wort try, the Rt. Hon. C. B. S., K.C., Northern Circuit 

Yersuren, R. A., Northern Circuit. 


SOLICITORS. 
(Bull & Bull), Essex-street, Strand, London. 
(Dawes & Son), Angel-court, Throgmorton-street 
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Butt, Sir W. J. 

Dawes, J. A. 
London. 

Evans, L. W. (Worthington, Evans, Dauney, & Co.) 

Hooper, A. G. (Hoopers, Tanfield, & Fairbairn), Birmingham. 

Hiiis, J. W. (Hills, Godfrey, & Halsey), 23, Queen Anne’s-gat 
Westminster. 

Hinpir. F. G. (Hindle & Son, Darwen). 

Lioyp Grorce, Rt. Hon. D. (Lloyd George, Roberts, & Co.), 

MippiLeBrook, W. (Scatcherd & Co.), Leeds. 

Raprorp, G. H. (Radford & Frankland), Chancery-lane, London. 

ReENDELL, A., Yeovil. 

RutHerrorp, W. W. (Rutherfords), Liverpool and London. 

TuorneE, G. R. (G. R. Thorne & Haslam), Wolverhampton. 

Wuirr, Sir Luke, Driffield. 


Londo 








At Plymouth, on Tuesday says the Jimes, John George Jackson, 


solicitor, already under committal to the assizes, was further charged 
with converting to his own use £45 entrusted to him by a client, and 
with uttering a forged mortgage of property to the Padstow Lodge of 
Foresters, Cornwall. The accused pleaded ‘‘ Not guilty,’’ and his 


solicitor said he thought he could satisfy the court that there was 
The hearing was adjourned. 


no justification for the charges. 
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Obituary. 
Mr. J. Greenway. 


Mr. John Greenway, solicitor, of Plymouth, died on Tuesday, after 
an illness extending over about eighteen months. He was born at 
Launceston, but his ancestors were a Devon family, who had been 
settled at Tiverton for many generations. He was educated at the 
Plymouth New Grammar School, and was admitted in 1854. He 
commenced practice at Plymouth, and ultimately became the head of 
the firm of Greenway”& Sons, of that town. On the Bankruptcy Act, 
1883, coming into force, Mr. Greenway was made the first Official 
Receiver of the district, and continued to discharge the duties of that 
office until 1897, when he resigned. He was Mayor of Plymouth in 
1883, and at the conclusion of his year of office he was entertained at 
a complimentary banquet at the Guildhall, when he was presented with 
an illuminated address. 





Legal News. 
Appointment. 


Mr. JoHN CHARLES Brookuouss, of Queen’s House, 8 and 9, Queen- 
street, Cheapside, E.C., solicitor, commissioner for oaths, and _per- 
petual commissioner, has been appointed a Commissioner of Deeds for 
the States of Maine, Wisconsin, and South Carolina, U.S.A. Mr. 
Brookhouse is already a Commissioner of Deeds for the State of 


Indiana, U.S.A. He was admitted in 1901. 





Changes in Partnerships. 
Admission. 


Messrs. Beaumont & Croft, solicitors, of Gordon-chambers, 21, Bond- 
street, Leeds, have taken into partnership Mr. JoHN Beecrort Braumont, 
the son of the senior partner, to whom he has been articled. There will 
be no alteration in the name of the firm. 


Dissolution. 


WiLLiAM JAMES BRADLEY and Epwarp Davip Kent Bussy, solicitors 
(Bradley & Co.), 4, Cullum-street, Fenchurch-street, London. Jan. 20. 
Such business will be carried on in the future by the said William 
James Bradley. [Gazette, Jan. 25. 


Information ‘Required. 


Witt1Am RicuHarp Peacock, deceased.—Any solicitor consulted on 
any business in the month of June last, or subsequently, by William 
Richard Peacock, of Woodleigh, Norwood-road, Herne Hill, London, 
and a partner in the firm of Peacock Bros., of 51, Water-lane, Brixton, 
8.W., contractors, who died on the 6th of November last, is requested 
- /< - ‘oon immediately with Robotham & Co., solicitors, Derby. 
an. 14. 


EvizaBeETH HurReLL.—Elizabeth Hurrell (widow), late of Wootton 
Fitzpaine, Charmouth, Dorset, formerly of Earl’s Court, London, 
Redhill and Brighton, who died on the 31st of December, 1909. Any 
person having in his possession a will of the above-named Elizabeth 
Hurrell is requested to communicate with Pettiver & Pearkes, 21, 
College-hill, London, E.C. 


Louis Beate, deceased.—Should anyone know of the existence of a 
will of Louis Beale (deceased), of 5, Prospect-hill, Walthamstow, please 
communicate with F. Beale, ‘‘ Hoimbrook,’’ Cove, Farnborough, Hants. 

C. E. Morsr, deceased.—Will the solicitors who acted for Major 
Charles Edward Morse, of America, in the matter of a claim,com- 
eerie with Messrs. Milne, Bury, & Lewis, 7, Mount-street, Man- 
chester ? 





General. 


Judge Smyly, at the Bow County Court, says the Hvening Standard, 
told a story of an advertisement relating to a certain hair restorer. The 
advertisement contained two heads, one with luxuriant hair and the 
other perfectly bald. By some curious mistake the label ‘‘ three months 
after using ’’ was attached to the head which was perfectly bald. In 
the case before him, which showed that three letters dropped out of a 
tradesman’s advertisement upon the curtain of a music-hall and made 
the advertiser’s customers laugh at him, his honour allowed deduction 
of one month’s rent. 

We have received a copy of Shaw’s Tithe Rentcharge Tables for 
1910, by P. W. Millard, LL.B., F.S.S., of the Board of Agriculture 
and Fisheries (Shaw & Sons, price 1s.), being the seventy-fourth year 
of publication of these tables. The first table shews the value of 
any tithe rentcharge from 1d. upwards, while the second and third 
tables shew the yearly fluctuations in the prices of wheat, barley, and 
oats from 1836 to 1909, and in the value of tithe rentcharge from 1837 
to 1910. Appended to the tithe rentcharge tables are tables of income 
tax at 9d., 1s., and 1s. 2d. in the &. 


Mr. John Maurice Lloyd, barrister, of Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, 
one of the most prominent workers for Colonel Pipes denne. the 
Unionist candidate for Montgomery Boroughs, was, says the Times, 
found dead this week in the ruins of Montgomery Castle. Mr. Lloyd 
had been busy about the polling stations during the early part of the 
day, and appeared extremely excited, but pessimistic. After recording 
his vote he went to the Castle ruins. A shot was afterwards heard, aad 
Mr. Lloyd was found with his head completely shattered, and a 
borrowed gun lying by his side. Mr. Lloyd belonged to an o!d Mont- 
gomery family. 

Friday, January 21, being the Grand Day of Hilary Term at 
Gray’s-inn, the treasurer (Mr. Herbert F. Manisty, K.C.) and the 
Masters of the Bench entertained at dinner the following guests : 
His Excellency the Japanese Ambassador, the Right Hon. Sir Edward 
Fry, G.C.B., the Right Hon. the Master of the Rolls, the Right Hon. 
Sir John Edge, K.C., Sir Andrew Noble, Bart., K.C.B., Admiral Sir 
Reginald Henderson, K.C.B., Sir Francis Gould, the Master of Trinity 
Hall (Mr. E. A. Beck), the Archdeacon of London (the Ven. Archdeacon 
Sinclair, D.D.), Mr. Marcus Stone, R.A., and the Head Master of 
Westminster School (Dr. James Gow). The Benchers present, in addi- 
tion to the treasurer, were : Lord Ashbourne, Mr. Henry Griffith, Mr. 
Lewis Coward, K.C., Mr. C. A. Russell, K.C., Mr. Montague Lush, 
K.C., Mr. Edward Dicey, C.B., Mr. Barnard, K.C., Mr. Edward 
Clayton, K.C., Mr. W. J. R. Pochin, Mr. Arthur Gill, Mr. Vesey 
Knox, K.C., Mr. W. P. Byrne, C.B., Mr. J. W. McCarthy, and Mr. 
Montagu Sharpe, with the preacher, the Rev. R. J. Fletcher. 

Professor Dicey, whose resignation of the Vinerian chair at Oxford, 
though not surprising after his length of service, is, says the Law 
Quarterly Review, widely regretted by his friends and colleagues, has 
published a farewell lecture in the National Review for December. It 
is on the most appropriate subject of Blackstone’s Commentaries, and 
to our mind one of the learned author’s best pieces of critical work. 
Full justice is done to Blackstone’s merits, while it is explained why 
the Commentaries were disparaged by the law reformers of the succeed- 
ing generation, and also how their very success and literary brilliancy 
prevented any serious attempt, or at least any adequate one, to do 
Blackstone’s work again for lawyers of the nineteenth century. There 
is only one small reservation we should make : Blackstone’s ignorance 
of Roman law went sometimes beyond what can reasonably be excused 
in a Fellow of All Souls’, having about him Doctors of Civil Law who 
could, with a few words of explanation, have saved him from ele- 
mentary misunderstandings. 

After Masson Templier & Co. v. De Fries (1909, 2 K. B. 831), says 
a writer in the Law Quarterly Review, we shall probably hear no more 
of ‘‘ paraphernalia.’’ Even in that case it was about as irrelevant to 
the issue as that ‘‘ blessed word, Mesopotamia,’’ but it served con- 
veniently to darken counsel and mystify the jury until the Court of 
Appeal cleared the air by an illuminating judgment. The situation was 
one of everyday occurrence. A husband gives his wife money to buy 
herself dresses and other wearing apparel, which she does, and when 
she has finished with the things cuts them up for the children or 
makes, say, a patchwork counterpane out of them. One day a creditor 
gets judgment against the wife and seizes the dresses as separate 
property in execution. Thereupon the husband claims them as para- 
phernalia of the wife belonging to him, which he has permitted her to 
use, and a county court jury, befogged with the learning as to para 
phernalia administered to them by the judge, finds that the dresses 
are paraphernalia, not the wife’s separate property. This, legally speak- 
ing, was an impossible finding. Paraphernalia are—or were—a right 
given by the common law, not to a wife, but to a widow, in mitigation 
of the hardship of the rule which handed over to the husband all her 
personal chattels on marriage. Under the name of paraphernalia the 
law allowed her on her husband’s death to keep for her own—as against 
her husband’s executor—such apparel and ornaments suitable. to her 
station as the husband had permitted her the use of during his life. 
He could not at common law give her, or contract that she should have, 
such things during his lifetime, for they would only revest in himself. 
The whirligig of time has brought about many changes, but none 
greater in law than in the relations between husband and wife. Yet 
through them all there runs a continuity. Paraphernalia was the first 
stage in the history of separate property. It has done its work, and 
may now be relegated to the ‘‘ law’s lumber room.” 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reaistrars tn ATTENDANCE ON 


Emercenoy Apprat Court Mr. Justice Mr, Justice 
N 


Date. Rora. 0. 2. Jovor. Swinrew Eapy. 
Monday ...Jan. 31 Mr Church Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ...Feb. 1 Theed Church Farmer Synge 
Wednesday ...... 2 Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
Thursday ......... 3 Farmer Rloxam Borrer Theed 
Friday ........0... 4 Leach Farmer Beal Bloxam 
Saturday .......+ 5 Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 

Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 

Date. Wanrainoton, NevILLE. Parkes. Eve. 
Monday ...Jan. 31 Mr Borrer Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Greswell — 
Tuesday ...Feb. Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
Wedoesday Greswell Farmer Real Synge 
Thursday......... Goldschmidt Leach Greswell Charch 
Friday ...... se Synge Borrer Goldschmidt Theed 
Saturday ... Church Beal Synge Bloxam 
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Circuits of the Judges. 


The following Judges will remain in town: PHILLIMORE, J., 
the other Judges till their respective Commission Da Lys. 

NOTICE..- 
taken on the first working day 
will not | 


BUCKNILL, 











J., SUTTON, J., and HAMILTON, J., during the whole of the Circuits; 


In cases where no note is appe nded to the names of the Circuit Towns both Civil and Criminal Business must be ready to be 
; in other cases the note appended to the name of the Circuit Town indicates the day before which Civil Business 
etaken. In the case of Circuit ewes to which two Judges go there will be no alteration in the old practice. 
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Wedresday ,, 2: 


COURT OF APPEAL. 


HILARY SITTINGS, 1910 


Anderson vy Saundet 1 & Cold appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated No 2, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Darling and a special jury, Middlesex Dec 10 

In the Matter of The Arbitration Act, 1889, and In the Matter of an 
Arbitration between John Barker & Co ld and Beuveuisti Vidal appl 
of B Vidal from judgt of Justices Darling and Phillimore (Divisional 
Court), dated Dec 6, 1909 Dec 16 

The King (expte Sekgome), Applic int v Earl of Crewe, KG, respt 
app lof Sekgome from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices 
Ridley and Darling (Divisional Court), dated Dee 14, 1909 (for 
Jan 18) Dec 16 

Perry v Millward and ors appln of pltff for judgt or new trial on 
appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dee 8, 1909, at trial before Mr 
Justice Pickford and a special jury, Birmingham Dec 18 

Clark, Williams & Co v London Graving Dock Co ld appln of defts 
for judgt or new trial on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 10, 
1909, at trial before Mr Justice Lawrance and a common jury, Mid 
dlesex Dee 20 

Maude v Lumb appin f deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, « we Dec 2, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice Buck 
nill and a special jury, if Peer Dec 20 

Anns v Walker appln of deft for judgt or new trial on appl from 
verdict and judgt, dated Dec 10, 1909, at trial before Mr Justice 
Grantham and a special jury, Middlesex Dec 20 

Vasunaras v Ellerman Lines ld appln of defts for judgt or new trial 
on appl from verdict and judgt, dated Dec 1, 1909, at trial before 
Mr Justice Bray and a special jury, Liverpool Dec 21 

Bentley v Norris appl of E Pilbrow from judgt of Mr Justice 
without a jury, Middlesex, dated Nov 25, 1909 Dee 21 

Keates, Applicant zewis Merthyr Consolidated Collieries, aap 
appl of Applicant from judgt of the Lord Chief Justice and Ju es 
Ridley and Darling, dated Dec 14, 1909 Dee 21 

Byatt and anr v Krieger Electric Carriage Syndicate 1d appl of defts 
from judgt of Mr Justice Grantham and a pecial jury, Middlesex 
dated Dec 16, 1909 Dec 22 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Levy Bros and Knowles ld 
& Grossman et Cie appl of Be gerry from judgt of Mr Justice 
Bray, without a jury, Middle , dated Dec 1, 1909 Dec 22 

Kuller v Lucas and anr appl of * pltft from judgt of Justices Darling 
and Pickford (Divisional Ceurt), dated De 16, 1909 Dec 23 


rae) 


Sutton, 














DIVORCE AND ADMIRALTY DIVISION 


(ADMIRALTY). 
(With Nautical Assessors. ) 
(Final List.) 
1909. 
Curran—1909—Folio 265 The Owners of the SS. Ince Bark and het 
cargo v The Owners of SS. Curran and her feight (damag 
appl of defts from judgt of Mr Justice Bargrave Deane, dated Ju 
31, 1909 Oct 27 
{00k wood—1909—Folio 189 The Owners of the SS. Fox 
The Steamship Rookwood (damage) appl of pltffs from judg 
The Pyesident, dated Oct 25, 1909 Nov 23 
Polynesian—1909—Folio 40 The Owners of SS. Djambi and ors v The 
Owners of Steamship Polynesian (damage) appl of defts from jud 


of The President, dated Nov 5, 1909 Nov 23 


FROM THE KING’S BENCH DIVISION. 
(Interlocutory List.) 
1908. 

In the Matter of an Arbitration between Messrs Enoch and Sons, 
Proprietors of St James’ Hall and Vert Sinkins Concert Direction 
ld and In the Matter of the Arbitration Act, 1889 appl of Enoch 
& Sons from order of Mr Justice Coleridge, dated March 28, 1908 
April 8 (s.o. liberty to apply to restore) 

Grant & Sons v Pickfords ld appl of defts from order of Mr Justice 


FROM THE PROBATE, 


Youn ; 


Ridley, dated May 1, 1908 (s.o. liberty to restore) April 12 
1909. 
The King v Shann and ors appl of Wilson’s Brewery ld from orde1 
of the Lord Chief Justice and Justices Darling and Bucknill 


(Divisional Court), mandamus dated Oct 25, 19099 Nov 8 Same 
v Same certiorari dated Oct 25, 1909 Nov 8 

Alexandra (Newport & South Wales) Docks & Ry Co v The Taff 

_ ty Co appl of pltffs from order of Mr Justice Sutton, dated 

Nov 12, 1909 Nov 19 

Salaman v Lund appl of deft from order of Mr Justice Colerid 
dated Dec 7, 1909 Dee 11 

Hamilton v Hamilton appl of deft from order of M1 
dated Dec 16, 1909 Dec 18 

D Centurini & Co v Higginbottom appl of deft from order of Mr 
Justice Jelf, dated Dec 16, 1909 Dec 20 

Carlton Illustrators v Coleman & Co ld appl of pltffs from order of 
Mr Justice Jelf, dated J: 14, 1909 Dec 22 


Justice Jelf 
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Denny, Mott & Dickson ld v The Law Accident Insce Soc Id appl of 
Denny, Mott & Dickson from order of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated 
Dec 13, 1909 Dec 22 

Ensign v Associated Newspapers ld appl of pltff from order of Mr 
Justice Phillimore, dated Dec 4, 1909 Dec 23 

Charles Price & Co v Geo Jas Basley (trading, &c) appl of deft from 
order of Mr Justice Lawrance, dated Dec 13, 1909 Dec 23 

Walker v The Provincial Homes Investment Co ld appl of pltff from 
order of Mr. Justice Channell, dated Dec 14, 1909 Dec 23 

Kent Coal Concessions 1d v Duguid and ors appl of pltffs from order 


of Mr Justice Jelf, dated Dec 21, 1909 Dec 23 
IN RE THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACTS, 1897 AND 1906. 
(From County Courts.) 


1909. 


Anderson and ors v Mayor, &c, of Pwllheli 
of County Court 
Aug 18 

Kelly v Owners of Ship “ Foam Queen” appl of applicant from award 
of County Court (Surrey, Southwark), dated Oct 26, 1909 Nov 9 

Griga v The Owners of the Ship ‘‘ Harelda’’ appl of applicant from 
tang a County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated Oct 22, 1909 
NOV 

Rayman v Fields appl of respt from award of County Court (Middlesex, 
Clerkenwell), dated Oct’ 22, lwve (security ordered) Nov 12 

Evans v Vickers, Sons & Maxim ld appl of respts from award of 
Court (Yorkshire, Sheffield), dated Oct 7, 1909 Nov 16 

Gilbey v The Great Western Ry Co appl of respts from award of 
County Court (City of London Court, Middlesex), dated Nov 8, 1909 
Nov 16 

Edwards v The Alyn Steel Tinplate Co 1d appl of respts from award of 
County Court (Flintshire, Mould), dated Oct 29, 1909 Nov 18 

Martin v Barnett appl of respt from award of County Court (Middlesex 
Bow), dated Nov 2. 1909 Nov 23 ; 

Stevenson v Proprietors of the North Midland Inebria‘e Reformatory 
appl of respt from award of County Court (Yorkshire, Pontefract), 
dated Nov 3, 1909 Nov 23 

Rice (widow) and anr v Owners of the Ship Swaneea Vale appl of 
respts from award of County Court (Glamorganshire, Swansea), dated 
Nov 20, 1909 Nov 24 

Sutton v The Great Northern Ry Co app! of respts from award of 
County Court (Hertfordshire, Hitchin), dated Nov 8, 1909 Nov 25 

Hawkes v Richard Coles & Sons appl of respts from award of County 
Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated Nov 24, 1909 Nov 2% 

Birmingham Cabinet. Manufacturing Co v Dudley appl of respt frem 
award of County Court (Warwickshire, Solihull), dated Nov 8, 1909 
Nov 27 : 

Langley v Reeve appl of respt from award of County Court (Suffolk 
Lowestoft) Nov 29 : 

Jones v Ebbw Vale Steel, Iron and Coal Co ld appl of respts from 
award of County Court (Monmouthshire, Tredegar), dated Nov 9, 
19099 Nov 30 

Radcliffe v Pacific Steam Navigation Co appl of respts from award 

_of County Court (Lancashire, Liverpool), dated Nov 18, 1909 Nov 30 

Furness, Withy & Co v Bennett appl of respt from award of County 

Court (Middlesex, Bow), dated Nov 12, 1909 Dec 3 y 

Simmons v The Heath Laundry Co appl of applicant from the award 

of County Court (Middlesex, Bloomsbury), dated Nov 19, 1909 Dec 8 

Stanley v Rich appl of applicant from award of County Court (Somer- 
setshire, Bridgwater), dated Nov 19, 1909 Dec 10 : 

Davies v Rothwell appl of applicant from award of County Court 
(Cheshire, Birkenhead), dated Nov 23, 1909 Dec 13 : 

Hancock v British Westinghouse Electric Co 1d app! of respts from 
award of County Court (Lancashire, Salford), dated Dec 6, 1909 
Dec 17 

Barnabus v Bersham Colliery Co appl of respts from award of County 
Count, (Denbighshire, Wrexham), dated Dec 2, 1909 Dec 22 ; 

_N.B.—The above list contains Chancery, Palatine and King’s Bench 

Final and Interlocutory Appeals, &c., set down to December 23, 1909. 


appl of respts from award 
(Carnarvonshire, Pwllhell), dated Aug 3, 1909 








Winding-up Notices. 
« 
London Gazette,—Fripvay, Jan. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1n CHANOERY. 

Ane.o-Russtaw Pratinum Mining Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or bsfora Mar 
17, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulara of their debts cr 
claims, to Josiah Stevens, 63. Queen Victoria st, liquidator 

Biacxseans Sarr Co, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward John 
mers — House, Billiter st. Mellows & Co, Fenchurch bldgs, solors for the 

quidator 

Crown or Germany Sur Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 29, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward 
John Baker, Billiter House, Billiter st. Mellows & Co, Fenchurch bldgs, so!ors for 

' the liquidator : 

NGLEsOOK, Ltp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send th 
addresees, and the parti¢ulars of their debts or claims, to Edward George Ga. 
7, 8t Helen’s pl. Minet & Co, St Helen’s pl, solors for the liquidator , 

Jackson, Jonzs & Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 17, directed to be 
poont Ge Cusmty Coan Hall, —— st, Sheffield, Feb 3, at 2. Acton & Marriott 

ingham, colors to the petner. otice of appearin reac . i 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Febs sine ee 


Lonpow anp WrstTMINsTER PusLic Works Construction Corporation, Lrpi(1n VoLun- 
TarY LiqurpatTioy)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 5, to send their names 
and addresses. and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lionel Rawlins Evans, 
14, Queen Victoria st, liquida'or 

Stock Excuanee anp Baykine Co, Lip (mm Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 7, to send in their names ana addresses, with particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Langton & Lepine, 12, Coleman st, liquidators 

Swaziz Borpers, Lrp (in Ligvuipat1on)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 24, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb s or claims, to 
J. Durie Pattullo, 65, London wall, liquidator 

Watrorp AGricuLTuRAL Hatt Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 19, 
to send t eir names and addrestes, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to 
John Weall. 38, High st, Watford. Sedgwick & Co, Watford, solors for the liquidator 

Weert Enp Trust, Lro>—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 19, directed to be heard 
Feb 1. Fraser & Christian, Finsbury circus, solors, Nutice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 31 

Wouts Minerat Orn Fropvucts, Lrp—Petn for winding uv, preeented Jan 18, directed 
to be heard Feb 1. Cohen & Cohen, Finsbury circus, solors forthe petner. Notice 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
Jan 31 

London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Jan. 25, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitgep 1N CHANCERY. 


C. Watts, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 10, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Norman Denis Grundy, 44, 
King William st, liquidator 

Corpova AND Noxntn Western Raitway Co, Lrp (1m Voiuntary Liquipation)— 
Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to serd their nsmes and adaretses, 
acd the particulars cf their debte or claims, to Frederick Arthur Kentfield, Salisbury 
House, London. Bischoff & Co, Gt Wincheeter st, solors for the liquidator 

Corpova Amp NoxrtTH WsstTEEN RaiitWay Co (1908), Ltp (1" Votuntary Liquipation)— 
Creditors are required. on or before Feb 28, to send their names and addresses, and 
the partir u'ars «f their debts or claims, to Ralph Wilson Worsley, balisbury House, 
Bischoff & Co, Gt Winchester st, solors for the liquica:or 

Satt Roya Co, Lrp—Petn for winoing up, prerentea Jan 20, directed to te hesid 
before the Court at Quay st, Manchester, on Feb 7, at 10. Buleraig & Davis, 
Donington House, Norfcik st, Strand. Dotice of appearing must reach the above- 
nemed not Jater than 6 o'clock in the efte:ncon of Feb 5 

$ OCIETE DE L'ILE GLORIEUSE, Ltp—Creditc1s are required forthwith to send their 
nemes and addrestes, and the porticulars of their debts or claime, to F. W. Lord, 
liquidator, of Newron-Smith & Co, 37, Walbrook 

TaoMas Soumyer & Sons (Liverroon), Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, 

to send in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 

John Merrett Wade, 5, Fenwick et, Liverpoo!, liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Furpay, Jan, 21, 


Bracxrriars Cop Srorace Co, Lrp. 

Roserr Suitu & Co, Lav. 

Muverats Exploration AND DeveLorpment Synprcare, Lrp. 
O’8uttivans, Lrp. 

Susiness Cius or Lonpon, Lrp. 

S. Cromer & Co, Lrp. 

Oaxewnoit Cottrery Synpicatr, Lrp. 

LONDON aNpD Westminster Pustic Works Construction Corporation, Lip. 
tive*PooL Hennesiqve Ferro-Concarte Contractine Co, Lrp. 
Warer Lucis & Sons, Lrv, 

Grarw Evevator anp Trasspoat Co, Lrp. 

St. Ives Moror Car Co, Lap. 

Fittect & Co, Lrp. 

Morrison, Incram, & Co, Lrp. 

InGLENOOK, Lrp. 

Crus Trust, Lro. 

AnGLo-Bussian Pratinum Minine Co, Lr. 

Burrisa Braster Motoks, Lrp, 

Matiock Hovsr Hyproratuic Co, Lrp. (Reconstruction), 
Sunuienr anv Sarety Lamp Co, Lrp. 

A. RB. Synpicate, Lrp. 

Sactt Roya Oo, Lrp. 

Swazie Borpers, Lro, 

Orrima Trees, Lrp. 

London @azette.—Turspay,. Jan. 25, 
Mitirary Inventions Co, Lrp, 

Grorer THowrson (Mancurstsr), Lrp. 

British New Guinga Davetorment Co, Lrp, 

W. Seymour. Lrp 

Hartro«xp anp Greesow Lane Miuxs, Lrp, 

B. W. P. Sywpicate, Ltp. 

Laeona Estancia Co, Ltp 

Socixte pe w’ILe Grorievss, Lrp. ° 

Stmms Maenero Co, Lrp. 

Mitimaw Hunt & Co, Lro. 

Carpr1ne Norton anp Disrricr Exrecraic Licut AnD Powsr Co, Lrp 
Jackson Jonss & Co, Ltp 

8i1ras Kent, Lrp 

Oupsury Srest Coxpuirs, Ltp 

Mesarman, Lrp 

Portman Garace anp Tyre Co, Lrp 








A provisional agreement has been entered into for the purchase by 
the Equity and Law Life Assurance Society of the assets and business 
of the National Reversionary Investment Co. (Limited), of Queen 
Victoria-street, E.C. The agreement is subject to confirmation by the 
shareholders of the vendor company. 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


Feb. 2.—Messrs, Eow1n Fox, Bovussietp, Burnerre & Bapperey, at the Mart, at 2: 
Leasehold Factory (see advertisement, back page, Jan. 15). 

Fen, 3 — Mecars. H, E. Foster & Ceanriacp, at the Mait, at 2: Absolute Reversions, 
Bonds, Shares, &c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 

Feb, 8.—Merera. Rooens & Coares, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, back page, Jan. 22), 

Feb. 8.—Mesers. Metross & Russet, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, Jan. 22). 

Feb. 16.—Messre, TuvsxGoop & Martin, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Warehouses 
and Trade Premises (see advertise. ent, back page, this week). 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Crarm. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan, 21, 


Sesens, Sues, East Dulwich, Artists’ Brvsh Maker Mar 1 Maitlands & Co, Knights 
rider st 


Eastwoop, Henry Hort, Huddersfield, Woollen Manufacturer Feb 19 Wilmshurst & 


Stones, Huddersfield 
Franxs, James, Martock, Somerset Feb14 Marsh & Warry, Martock 
Grove, Roserr, Birmingham Feb 17 Keene & Co. Seething In 
Haratson, Josera, Sandale, Bolton, Cumberland, Yeoman Feb 23 Lawson, Wigton 
Jaao, Exiza, Plymouth Feb 3 Rodd, East Stonehouse, Devon 
Jones, Joun "Roper, Middleton, Lancs Feb 25 Hardicker, Manchester 
Jorpay, Hannan, New Brig hton Jan 31 Hoskinson, Liverp 





Hatiam, Erxrarm, Romiley, Chester Feb 25 Neill y His Majesty’s Attorney-General, 


Neville, J Johnston, Stockport 


London Guzette,—Tvugspay, Jan. 25, 
Buawiey, Grorct, Heckmondwike, York, Merchant Feb 22 Ib%erson v Burnley, 


Joyce and Eve, JJ Gordon, Bradford 


Drewett, Soratx Emitre Marre, Weymouth st, Marylebone Feb 17 
Hobbs and Wheatley, Swinfen Eady,J Hobbs, Gt Titchfield at 
Parxgr. Francis, Manningham, Bradford, Commercial Traveller March 1 Sagar v 


Parker, Swinfen Eady, J Ratcliffe, Bradford 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 21. 


Batt, Hetew Mitprev, Warminster, Wilts Feb 24 Crowther & Latimer, Plymouth 

Buttock, Jane, Hook Heath, Woking, Surrey Feb 18 Burton & Co, Surrey st, Strand 
Mar 2l Anstey, Bristol inn 8q 
Burns, Aatuva, Waterloo, nr Liverpool Mar 10 Reynolds & Reynolds, Liverpool 


Burcue.t, WituraM DANIEL, Thornbury, Glos, C arpenter 


Cotuixson, Harriet, Old Trafford, nr Manchester Mar 8 


Coucn, WILiiaM Joux, Anerley, Schoolmaster Mars Aird & Co, Brabant ct 


Cowie, JANE, Broadstairs Feb 21 Becher, Bedford rd 


Deane, Maria Louisa, Reigate Feb 28 Mole & Co, Reigate 
Dei, Georcs James, Halifax, Licensed Victualler Feb 22 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Fripay, Jan 21, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Apams, James Watrter, Blackfriars rd, Licensed Victualler 
High Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 18 

Baitey, Ruopa, Mansfield, Notts, Milliner Nottingham 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Baumrortu. Frank, Paddock, Huddersfield, Warehouse- 
man Hudderstield Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Beaswe, fa Chanceryln High Court Pet Nov30 Ord 
Jan 1 

we..t. 4 Soraiz, Lancaster gate HighCourt Pet Dec 
21 Ord Jan 18 

Baitraix, Josuua, Marple, Cheshire, Insurance Agent 
Stockport Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan18 

Carter, Hevyry, Lower Broughton, Salford Manchester 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Cuampers, Georce Epmunp, Boston, Fruiterer Boston 
Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Caarney, G, Liverpool, Bag Agent Liverpool Pet Dec 3) 
Ord Jan 18 

Cieminsoy, Jeremian, Jesmond, Newcastle on Tyne, Cycle 
Agent Newcastleon Tyne Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Crews, Catuerine Esnee, Chellaston, Derby Derby Pet 
Nov 29 Ord Jan 17 

Core, CHaates H, Caledonian rd, Builder High Court 
Pet Nov 26 Ord Jan 17 

Cotuygr-Apam, Witttam J, Bedford rd, Clapham, Doctor 
High Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 14 

Connecy, ARTHUR, jun, Binbrook, Ropemaker Gt Grimsby 
Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

Day, H L, Four Marks, Medsteud, Hants Winchester Pet 
an5 Ord Jan 15 

Fatruvuast, Jouy, Bolton, Draper 
Ord Jan 19 

Fennett, E, & Sons, Pontypridd, Fishmongers Cardiff 
Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 18 

Getpart, Tuomas, Matlock, Derby, Commercial Traveller 
Derby Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

Gaenxyxan, Israzt, Pontypool, Jeweller 
Pet Jan18 Ord Jen 18 

Ho.vioway, Sipovey Reveeyx, Brewers Green, Wallington, 
Surrey, Flock Mattress Manufacturer Croydon Pet 
Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 


Bolton Pet Jan 19 


Newport, Mon 


Birmingham 


ool 
Lawsoy, ‘Tom, Stapleford, Notts, Club ‘Manager Feb 26 Travell, Nottingham 
Lewis. CuHaistorHer Grargce, Birmingham, Hairdresser 


Feb 14 Lowe & Sons, 


Miuier, Mary Emma, Bournemouth Feb18 Phillips, South st, Finsbury 
MILtes, WILLIAM Henry, Ealing Feb19 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 


Nicso.is, ALFRED, Hayes, Kent, Corn*’Merchant Feb 2t Hodge, Bromley 


Nicholls v 


Pace, Marna Eten. Gt Yarmouth Feb 15 Burton & Sons, Gt Yarmouth 
Pacarret, RowLanpD, Westcliff on Sea, Ewwex March 1 White & Dobb, Bloomsbury aq 
Perrman, Saran Anny, Ramsgate Feb 28 Sankey, Margate 


Propyy, MARGARET Maaia, Cheltenham Feb21 Mercer, Temple av 
Ricketts, FREDERICK, Cobourg st, Euston sq Feb 21 Garland & Co, Norfolk st, 


Strand 


Rowe, Janz Feb 18 W & J Cooper, Preston 
Suentoys, Sir Grorce, Crawley, nr Perth, Western Australia Feb 25 W H&AG 


Herbert, Cork st, Burlington gdns 
Suorrock, Mary, Fulwood, Lancs Feb 21 Shuttleworth & Dallas, Pieston 


Birmingham 


Aird & Co, Brabant ct 


SuortHouse, Saran, Moseley, King’s Norton, Worcester Feb 19 Buller & Cross, 


Smiru, Tuomas Houtpsworrs, Blackpool, Builder Feb 17 Read, Blackpool 
SMrrH, Wituram, Marsham at, Dealer in Curiosities Mar 7 


Lovell & Co, Gray's 


Suyxucks, Epwarp Joun, Chedworth,Glozs Feb16 Winnett & Hatten, G:avesend 
Witton, Joun, Farnham, Doctor Mar 1 Morten & Co, Newgate et 
Watson, Jucia Hinps, Romford Feb 28 Matthews & Co, Cannon st 


Waittxa, Taomas, Kangaroo Hills, Queensland, Australia, Miner May 31 Queensland 


jailey, Halifax 








Jennincs, James Tuomas, Strensall, Yorks, Potato Mer- 
chants’ Traveller York Pet Jan'18 Ord Jan 18 
Joxzs, CHARLES Savory, Greenwich, Builder Greenwich 
Pet Jani8 Ord Jan 18 

Joxgs, Davip Rays, Cadoxton, Barry, Glam, Grocer Car- 
diff Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Joxes, Ricwarp, Ouzledale, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Iron 
Founder Bradford Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

Licutroot, Harry, and Jony Epwarp Smour, Liverpool, 
Grocers Liverpool Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 

McIytosa, Henry Stuart. Scunthorpe, Tailor Great 
Grimsby Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Moreay, Tomas, Myrtle Hill, Gwauncaegurwen, Glam, 
Labourer Neath Pet Jan 18 Ord Jau 18 

Parker, Josern, Willenhall, Staffs, Press Tool Manu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

Parsons, Atpert Caries, Croydon, Fruit Merchant 
Croydon Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Penn, Faep, Southampton, Boot Retailer Southampton 
Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 

Ricu, Tuomas, Leyton, Essex, Boot Dealer High Court 
Pet Dec 15 Ord Jan 19 

Suepparp, WILLIAM oeet, Carlton, Notts Nottingham 
Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 1 

Sinprey, Auraep, = hell Mon, Nurseryman New- 
port, Mon Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Sreer, Grorce Beatie Huan, by a Salop, Tailor 
Shrewsbury Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 

Swanson, Joun, Bradford, Plumber Bradford Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 


Benyert, Mavrice Fitmer, Devonport High Court Pet 
= 11,1999 Rec Ord Nov 30, 1909 Res: Jan 17, 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apams, James Watrer, Blackfriars rd, Licensed Victualler 
Feb 1 at1l Bankruptcy bldga, Carey st 

Apcock, James, Canterbury, Builder Jan 29 at1l Off 
Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 

Banks, ALFRED Hors, Chiswick, Laundryman Jan 31 at 
3 14, Bedford row 

Beaste, W H, Chancery In Jan 31 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Biacksurn, Mary, Barrow in Furness, Fishmonger Jan 
29 at 11.30 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Fur- 
ness 





Trustees Ltd, Brisbane, Queensland 
Yates, Henry, Bramley Hill, Croydon Mar 19 Lincoln, Strand 


Bortuwick, Sorutz, Lancaster gate Feb 1 at12 Bank 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Bunce, Wiiu1am, Weston Turville, Bucks, Poultry Breeder 
Jan 29 at 12 1, St Aldates, Oxford 

Carrer, Henay, Lower Broughton, Salford Jan 29 at ll 
Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Cuamperss, Georcs Epmunp, Boston, Lincs, Fruiterer 
Feb 3 at 2.30 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Cote, Caargves H, Caledonian ri, Builder Jan 31 at 12 
Bankruptcy bld ms | st, London 

Day, H L, Four Marks, edstead, Hants Jan 29 at 11 
Messrs Godwin & bor Solicitors, St Thomas st, Wia- 
chester 

Disney, Watter Georce, Witham, Essex, Draper Jan 31 
at12 14, Bedford row 

GABWELL, Frep, Skirbeck, Lincs, Dock Labourer Feb 3 at 
2 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 

Hotitoway, Sipney Revusen, Wallington, Surrey, Flock 
Mattress Manufacturer ‘Jan 81 at 11.30 132, York rd, 
Westminster Bridge 

Hucars, Joux, Bwichgwyn, Gaerwen, Anglesey, Farmer 
Jan 3lat12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

JENNINGS, JAMES HOMAS, Btrensall, Yorks, Potato 
Merchant's Traveller Feb1at2.45 Off Rec, The Red 
House, Duncombe pl, York 

Jongs, Ricnarp, Ouzledale, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Iron 
Founder Jan 31 at 11 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, 
Bradford 

Mamwewt, Erayest Atrrep, Gt Grimsby, Pork Butcher 
Jan 29 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Gt 
Grimsby 

Mvyeas, Rosert, Durham, Joiner Jan 31 at 3 Off Rec, 
3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Parker, Percy, Heckford Park, Poole, Dorset, Market 
Gardener Jan 29 at 10.15 ‘or Rec, 68a, Castle st, 
Canterbury 

Parsons, ALpert Cuarves, Croydon, Fruit Merchant Jan 
3lat12 1382, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Pexn, Faep, Southampton, Boot Retailer Jun3\at3 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 

SHettox, George Wititiam Lauper, James Eowin 
Suettoy, and Wituram Sueiton, Wollaston, North- 
ampton, Shoe Manufacturers Feb 2 at 11.30 Off Rec, 
The Parade, Northampton 

Saepuerp, Joan Henry, Ansdell, Lancs, Flour Merchant 
Jan 3lat3 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Stuart, Wituiam Bagyett, Kingston upon Aull, Commer- 
cial Traveller Jan 29at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate Hull 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24, 


MOoOORGATE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED in 1880. 


STrTRAAT, LONDowm, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LI@ENSED PROPERTY. 





SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
direction neal eupervision of the Corporation. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to 


x | 





Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on application. 
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Swansoy, Joun, Bradford,Plumber Jan 29at11 Off Ree 


| )2, Duke st, Bradford 
Vussey, Cuartes Samvuet Taytor, Breaston, Derby, 
Machinist Jan 29at11 Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 


ADJ UDICATIONS. 











(ESTABLISHED IN 1836). LIMITED. Bacon, Harotp, Welbeck st High Court Pet Oct6 Ord 
Jan 17 
Barrey, Ruopa, Mansfield, Notts, Milliner Nottingham 
CAPITAL £14,000,000, IN 700,000 SHARES OF £20 EACH. | .tPet Janis’ Ord'dan ye 
is M 2 - ‘ 5 ALK, ArTuuR C, Grosvenor ter, Camberwell, Credit Draper 
CALLED-UP CAPITAL £3,500,000. | RESERVE FUND £4,250,000. | High Court "Pet Dee 18 Urd Jan 18 
The Rt. Hon. The ViscouNT GosoHEN, Chairman, WALTER LAF, EsqQ., Deputy-Chairman. | Batmrortu, Frank, Paddock, Huddersfield, Warehouse- 
| man Huddersfield Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 
; Joint Managers. ae ee , _ Baynatyne, Bryce McAvusreer, Billiter st, Insurance 
ALFRED MAYO HAWTHORN | (g7eqq Office). | THOMAS JAMES RUSSEIL (Colonies and Agencies). Broker High Court Pet Aug 16 Ord Jan 17 
HERMAN RICHARD WYATT } FRANK WILLIAM HOWETT (Country). Beascr, Wittiam Hewry, Chancery la High Court Pet 
tari Nov 30 Ord Jan 18 
. —- Rh easens one a" :OFFREY P | Brirrarn, Josaua, Marple, Cheshire, Insurance Agent 
AUSTIN ARROW KEMPE. | GEOFFREY PAGET. Stockport Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 1s 


HEAD OFFICE - - 41, LOTHBURY;, E.C. sae ye go aan, Salford Manchester 
LOMBARD STREET OFFIC = 21, LOMBARD ST., E.C. Cuampers, GRoRGE mouran, Boston, Lines, Fruiterer 


7 2 etme’ , , , Boston Pet Jan 17 
WEST END OFFICE 2 . 1, ST. JAMES'S SQUARE, S.W. Cieminson, Jeremian, Newcastle on Tyne, Cycle Agent 
FOREIGN BRANCH : - : 80, CORNHILL, E.C Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
iia DI EMBER are | Cotx, Cuarces Henry, Caledonian rd, Bailder High Court 
EC Pet Nov 26 Ord Jan 19 
BALANCE SHEET, sist besnethtaratinitrani woitaiti d 1909. ; Conwet, Artuur, jun, Great Grimsby, Journeyman Rope- 
ET | maker Great Grimsby Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 





























LIABILITIES. ini ASI ETS. > Doxxktx, Epwiy, Holbeck, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Dec 
CAPITAL— £ s. d. | CASH— £ s. d. & 8. d. 23 Ord Jan 15 
7:.0,000 Shares of £20 each £14,000,000 In hand and at Bank eee oe | Dwetiey, CHagnas Ricuagp, Stratford, Wheelwright 
6v3,517 Shares issued a aa ek” Short a * S High Court Pet Dec 16 Ord Jan 18 ay 
£5 paid thereon = £3,647,885 Notice . ow -:11,534,929 1 6 | Bolton, Draper Bolton Pet Jan 19 
6,423 Shares alloted to BILLs DISCOURTE Po 24,098,173 8 10 Farrer, Percy Annort, Gravesend, Whiskey Merchant 
but not yet taken I ae os 1S “t INTED »s ss +» 12,524,853 3 7 High Court Pet Oct 22 Pet Jan 18 
up by the London "a ae pe 4 hict Foster, Harry, New Malden, Surrey, Builder Chelms- 
and Westminster peng l B . i Cetieat ford Pet Nov18 Ord Jan 17 
Bank Sharehold- pane A a odges Getvagt, Tuomas, Matlock, Derby, Commercial Traveller 
ers and outstand- eed gh sy SO Ta), Derby Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
ing fractions in af —— note Grennan, Isrzart, Pontypool, Mon, Jeweller Newport, 
respect of which the British Go sods dg Mon PetJan18 Ord Jan18 ne 
£5 per share is in ex — rOvera- sea eens Herorx, Faaxk H, Falcon sq, Clothing Trimming 
hands... ee 82,115 | Y “ilan gr ete <2 4,060,262 19 1 Merchant High Court Pet Nov 23 Ord Jan 15 
— ee ncian §=6—Government Jenninas, James Tuomas, Strensall, Yorks, Potato 
70" 00) 3,500,000 0 0 rnin, Me Ag eg Merchant's Traveller York Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 18 
Rissnve «Ow. ws wwe. 250,000 0 | —aanterd Railway cones, Sees Saree. Seay Se See 
. — , _ Stocks and Deben- a ae cigs , : ene 
CURRENT AND DEPOSIT ACCOUNTS 70,197,849 18 10 ‘inns on 081 Joxges, Daviv Ruys, Cadoxton, Barry, Glam, Groc:r 
CIRCULAR NOTES, LETTERS OF CREDIT tit: “' - * Cordiff PetJani7 OrdJanl7 | 
pst rel ti a aay = ag olonial Government Joxes, Ricnarp, Ouzledale, Barnoldswick, Yorks, Iron 
COMMISSION LOANS, AND OTHER AC- Securities, British Founder Bradford Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
couNTS, including provision for con- Corporation Stocks, Lawernce, Epwarp, Wolverhampton Wolverhampton 
tingencies .. nt ee oe oe 1,660,461 0 9 and British Railway Pet Uct 20. Ord Jan 18 
ACCEPTANCES FOR CUSTOMERS .. -. 3,589,770 19 4 0 ag sent POeSS ~ " Licutroor, Harry, and Jons Eowarp Sour, Liverpool, 
a aw. : ther Investments .. Grocers Liverpool Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 
LIABILITY BY ENDORSEMENT (Bills nego- 10,989,087 0 5) McInrosu, Henry Stuart, Scunthorpe, Tailor Gt Grimsby 
tiated for Customers) .. - es 45,717 0 6 ADVANCESTO CUSTOMERS | Pet Jan17 Ord Jan 17 
Contingent Liabtlity on AND OTHER ACCOUNTS... —«._ 30,9 8,092 5 8 | Mutiins, Gustavus Henry Witiam, Ryde, I of W, Photo- 
Endorsements ~~ £655,011 LIABILITY OF CUSTOMERS | grapher Ryde Pet Dec14 Ord Jan 15 
— ; FOR ACCEPTANCES, as . Parker, Joseru, Willenhall, Staffs, Press Tool Manufac- 
REBATE on Bills not due., 52,960 19 4) , Percontra ..  .. .. +. +» 5,589,770 19 4 turer Wolverhampton Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
LIABILITY OF CUSTUMERS 


Parsons, AtBert CuHaAsies, Croydon, Fruit Merchant 


PROFIT AND LOsS BALANCE, as below 497,787 19 9 FOR ENDORSEMENT, a8 

















| Croydon Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 
percontra .. .. —.. ee 45,717 0 6 Pexx, Frep, Southampton, Boot R tailer Southampton 
BANK AND OTHER PRE- | Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 19 
MISES (at cost, Jlexs Suerrarp, Wittiam Henry, Carlton, Notts Nottingham 
amounts written off) a in .. 1,558,763 0 2 Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 
—________ | Sinpaey, Atraep, Liantarnam, Mon, Nurseryman New- 
£83,794,456 18 6 £83,794,456 18 6 port, Mon Pet Janl8 OrdJan 18 
— a fmiTH, Jonn, Winlaton, Durham, Blacksmith Newcastle 
peta acd SESE ee Seana amaaae ial ee eee on Tyne Pet Dec14 Ord Jan 17 
Dre . PROFIT AND Loss ACCOUNT. Cr. Srexrs, Georce Bertir Hus, Wellington, Salop, Tailor 
i gl . . a. 2 a Shrewsbury Pet re Ord Jan as 2 pas 
» ad, 4 a 8. . “ e 
To Interest paid to Customers ine ... $82,999 110 By Balance brought forward wt ‘Opi den it ree ee = 
» Salaries and all other Expenses, in- sy December, 19 8 Tuoryx, Cuarites Eowarp, West Dulwich, Butcher High 
cluding Income Tax and Auditors’ and (London and County 2 Court Pet Nov 26 Ord Jan19 
Directors’ Remuneration . 906,220 14 0 erating Co., Ltd.) ... 14,178 13 5 Weaicurt, Rouert Evans, Reading, Draper Reading Pet 
‘ - 7 » Balance brought forward Dec 23 Ord Jan 18 
» Rebate on Bills not due, carried to New from 30th June, 1909, 
Account ; ae sig aie eile 52,869 19 4 ym | ent of divi- London Gazette.— Turspay, Jan 25. 
», Interim Dividend for Half-year ended end declared July, 1909, RECEIVING ORDERS. 
30th June, at 20 percent, perannum... 200,000 0 0 —es oe 80,714 1211 Arnsoow, E11za, Moston, nr Manchester Manchester Pet 
tation i . ’ . eee eve y Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 
= Depreciation in Investments . pny wiles Gross Pools after maakt 134,893 6 4 Baker, Bexyamin, Hexham, Northumberland, Cont:actor 
»» Bank Premises Account ... -- 900 0 0] ~'- eden for Bek Debts Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 
», Dividend for Half-year | and Contingencies, and a, ee a Gloucester Gloucester 
ended “9 Dee., at 20 2850.000 including Rebate brought ' Baxer, Wi.t1am Jonny, Red House Farm, Berks, Farmer 
per cent. perannum... £350, 00 forward eve ooo je sie 2,004,984 8 7 Oxford Pet Jan6 Ord Jan 22 
» Balance carried forward 147,787 19 9 | NOTE. —This Profit and Loss Account covers Bart, Jouy, Highampton, Devon,Farmer Plymouth Pet 
Sit tee 497,787 19 9 | the operations of the London and County J 21 Ord Jan 21 , 
iia Bank from Ist January, 1909, to 30th June 0 2 . : Zati 
1909, and of the combined undertakings Benyett, Susannan, Newcastle on Tyne, Eating House 
} of the London and County and London Proprietress Newcastle on Tyne Pet Jan zl rd 
} and Westminster Banks, from Ist July, Jan 21 F - - 
1909, to 3lst December, 1909, | «Binwines, Josern, Small Heath, Warwick, Dairyman Bir- 
onan | £2,139,877 14 11 mingham Pet Jan4 Ord Jan 20 
£2,139,877 14 Il _———___ |} Bosrock, Tuomas, Stoke upon Trent, Plumber Stoke upon 
See ae a Trent Pet Janz2 Ord Jan 22 
GO3CHEN ‘ ’ amt Seneeeeeniens ? Campse ct, Rosert CLements, Barry Dock, Glam, Outfitter 
WALTRE LEAF \ pir A. M. HAWTHORN, Cardiff Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
E. CUNARD’ J trectors. H. R. WYATT, Joint Exuis, Wituiam Joseen, and Avrert Jerrery Ets, 
me ae ’ r. J. RUSSELL, Managers, Mayport, Cumberland, Grocers Cockermouth Pet 
23 RE tg Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 High C 
o Oe N’ Chief Accountant, Gas, ALraep, Pepys rd, New Cross, Builder igh Court 
Wel ined the at ., AUDICORS' REPORT. ovectian Pet Jan 20° Ord Jan 20 : rn 
, e lave examinec the above Balance Sheet and compared it with the Books at Lothbury and Lombard Street, | Hawes, Water WaAketiy, Elmswell, Suffolk, Licensed 
™ = Certified Returns received from the Branches. Victualler Bury St Edmunds Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 
Dise a —* _— the Cash in hand at Lothbury and Lombard Street and at the Bank of England and the Bills | Hipxix, Hexsert, Shipley, Yorks, Hairdresser Bradford 
——. a the Securities held against Money at Call and Short Notice, and those representing the Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 20 
Wirvkae = e ¥ il the j ; j Makrseatt, Terry, Soothill Upper, nr Dewsbury, Rag 
Pm a a obtained all the information and explanations we have required, and in our opinion the Balance Sheet Merchant Dewsbury PetJan 21 Ord Jan 21 
b = - y drawn up 80 as to exhibit a true and correct view of the state of the Company's affairs according to the | Morris, Grorar, Fladbury, Worcester Worcester Pet 
est of our information and the explanations given to us, and as shown by the Buoks of the Company. Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 
LONDON, 17th J : ai FRED. JOHN YOUNG, F.C.A,) Avaditore Oxenrorp, ALrrep Henry, Leathwaite rd, Clapham 
HONDON, Lith January, 1910. G. K. SENDELL, F.C.A., 5° , Common High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 
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LIFE INTERESTS ~~ 
REVERSIONS 


(Absolute or Contingent) 
PURCHASED. 


Good prices given for approved Securities. 


LOANS GRANTED 


Upon Security ot Life Interests, Reversions, &c. 


MORTGAGES 


Upon first-class business or residential property considered. 














BUSINESS CARRIED THROUGH WITHOUT DELAY. 


STAR LIFE ASSURANCE 


SOCIETY, 
32, Moorgate Street, E.C. 


J. DOUGLAS WATSON, F.1.A., Manager and Actuary. 








Assets: 
£6,500,000 


Proposal Forms 
on 
application. 








| 
| 
| 





Paportrr, Wittiam Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk | Ciemivson, Jerrmian, Newcastle on Tyne, Cycle Agent 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 feb 2 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Parsons, Josuvua Tuomas, Birmingham, Hairdresser Bir- Tyne 
mingham Pet Jan #2 Ord Jan 22 Cottyes, Apam Wituiam J, Bedford rd, Clapham 
Pattinson, Ricwarp, Mirfleld, Yorks, Greengrocer atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
bury Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 Consett, Anraur, jun, Gt Grimsby, Journeyman Rope- 
Rimmer, Wittiam, Southport, Carpet Salesman Liverpool maker Feb 2 at 11 Off Rec, St Mary's chmbrs, Gt, 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 Grimsby 
Smitn, Artavur 8, Gracechurch st, Solicitor High Court | Fatrnurst, Jonny, Bolton, Draper Feb 2 at 11 19, Ex- 
Pet Nov9 Ord Jan 20 change st, Bolton 
Sourner, Grorae, late HM Prison, Wormwood Scrubbs | Fryar, Raters, Hexthorpe, nr Doncaster, Coal Dealer 
High Court Pet Nov18 Ord Jan 20 Feb 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Soutnern, Farperick Watter, Essendine mans, Maida | Gave, ALrrep, Pepys rd, New Cross, Builder feb 2 at 11 
Vale, Musician High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Tuomas, Evan, Penybank, Liandilofawr, Carmarthen, | GeLDart, Tuomas, Matlock, Derby, Commercial Traveller 
—— Victualler Carmarthen Pet Jan 7 Ord Feb 2at12 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 
an 21 


Hawcey, Agstuur CHARLES, Peterborough, Draper Feb 4 
Tuomeson, ALbertT Epwarp, Birmingham, Coal Merchant at 11.40 Law Courts, Peterborough 
Birmingham Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 


Hirxix, Heasert, Shipley, Hairdresser Feb3at3 Off 
Vicary, ALExanpeR Ccraup, Battle, Sussex, Cycle Dealer Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 Jones, Cuaries Savory, Greenwich rd, Builder Feb 2 at 
Weicutmay, W F,8t Mary’s rd, Walthamstow, Leather 11.39 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Merchant High Court Pet Nov29 Ord Jan 20 Ler, Wittiam Henry Amos, Walsall, Baker Feb 3 at 
Weyer, Samuxy, Alleyn Park, West Dulwich, Jeweller 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

High Court Pet Dec10 Ord Jan 20 McInrosa, Henry Stuart, eng Tailor Feb3 at 

ee 10,30 Off Rec, St Mary’schmbrs, Great Grimsb 
FIKST MEETINGS. Oxenrorp, Atrrep Henry, Bridge st, Westminster Feb 

Baitty, Ruova, Nottingham, Milliner Feb 2 at 11 2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham Papvaetr, Witiiam Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Clerk Feb 
Baker, Bexsamin, Hexham, Northumberland, Contractor 2 at 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 

Feb 2 at 2.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Hull 

Tyne Pattinson, Ricuarp, Mirfield, Yorks, Greengrocer Feb 3 
Bauturortu, Frank, Huddersfield, Warehouseman at 11 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporatign st, Dewsbury 

at 2.15 Law Society’s Room, Huddersfield 


PiatTen, CHARLES Henry A.rarep, Preston, Restaurant 
Bayiry, Hensy Pursnovuse, Sheffield, Carter Feb 3 at 12 Keeper Feb 2 at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, 
Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield } 


Preston 
Bennett, Susanwan, Newcastle on Tyne Feb 2? at 12,30 | Pocock, Eppre Cuaries Mitton, South Harrow, Builder 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 


Feb 3at12 14, Bedford row 
Botiey, EvizanetuH, Margate, Lodging House Keeper | Rica, Tuomas, High rd, Leyton, Boot Dealer Feb 3 at 12 
Feb 2 at 10.30 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 


Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Brittain, Josuva, Marple, Cheshire, Insurance Agent | Suira, Artuur 8, Gracechurch st, Solicitor Feb 3 at 1 
Feb 3 at 11 Off Rec, Castle chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Stockport Sournery, Freperick Water, Essendine mans, Maida 
Bu.iock, Tuomas, Hednesford, Staffs, Painter Vale, Musician ¥Feb2 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey 
12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton st 


| Feb 4 
Dews- 


Off 


Feb 2 


Feb 2 at 





Histablisahed is2il. 


THE GUARDIAN ASSURANCE COMPANY, LIMITED, 


HAS ACQUIRED THE BUSINESS OF THE 


LAW GUARANTEE TRUST AND ACCIDENT SOCIETY, LIMITED, 


in the following Departments :— 

FIDELITY GUARANTEE, PERSONAL ACCIDENT, BURGLARY, 
DIRECT FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, AND GLASS. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL £2,000,000 | Tota FUNDS EXCEED .. £6,400,000 
Paww-up CaPiTaL ...  .... 1,000,000 | Tora. INCOME £1,100,000 

‘The acquisition of the important Fidelity Guarantee Department of the Law Guarantee Trust and 
Accident Society, Limited, places the ‘‘Guardian” in the front rank of Companies transacting Fidelity 
Insurance, and as its Bonds are accepted by the High Court and all Departments of the Government 
it is in a position to deal promptly with all business offered to it. ‘ 

Head Office—t1, LOMBARD STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch—21, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Telephones—Central 8218; Holborn 445, 








Souruer, Grorck, late HM Prison, Wormwood BScrubbs 
Feb 2at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Sreer, George Bertiz Huan, Wellington, Salop, Tailor 
Feb 8 at 10 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

WeicutTman, W F, 8t Mary’s rd, Walthamstow, Leather 
Merchant Feb2 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Weiner, Samvue., Hatton gdn, Wholesale Jeweller Feb3 
at1ll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wi.mort, Gzorce Wuirtsy, Ashwell, or Baldock, Herts, 
Builder Feb 2 at1l Sun Hotel, Hitchin 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Ayiscow, Exiza, Moston, nr Manchester 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

Baker, Tuomas Henry Passmore, Gloucester Gloucester 
Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

Batt, Joux, Highampton, Devon, Farmer 
Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Benyett, Susannan, Newcastle upon Tyne 
upon Tyne Pet Jan21l Ord Jan 21 

Bostock, Tuomas, Stoke upon Trent, Plumber Stoke upon 
Trent Pet Jan 22 Ord Jan 22 

Bryant, Atsert Epwarp, and Atrrep Jony Funser, 
Gloucester, Boot Factors Gloucester Pet Dec 2) 
Ord Jan 18 

CamppeLtt, Rospert Crements, Barry 
Cardiff Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 

Day, be Medstead, Hants Winchester 
Ord J 


Manchester 


Plymouth 


Newrastle 


Dock, Outfitt- r 
Pet Jan 5 


an 20 

Dion, Saran Ann, Boston, Lincs Boston Pet Dec 16 
Ord Jan 17 

Gate, Atrrep, Pepys rd, New Cross, Builder High 
Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Hapatu, Jouw Epwarp Gussy, Chichele rd, Cricklewood 
High Court Pet Nov18 Ord Jan 19 

Hawes, Watter Waketin, Elmswell, Suffolk, Licensed 
Victualler Bury St Edmund Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

He.ieken, Gustav, Upper Thames st High Court Pet 
Nov 30 Ord Jan 21 

Hirxiy, Hexsert, Shipley, Hairdresser Bradford Pet Jan 
20 Ord Jan 20 

Hotitoway, Sipyey Revusex, Wallington, Surrey, Flock 
Manufacturer Croydon Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 19 

Hussarp, Tuomas, Farnborough, Kent, Builder Croydon 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 18 

Hust, Artaur Jonny, Duke st, Charing Cross, Hose 
Agent High Court Pet Nov2t O:d Jan 21 

MarsHatt, Terry, Dewsbury, Rag Merchant Dewsbury 
Pet Jan21 Ord Jan 21 

Morcax, Tuomas, Gwauncaegurwen, Glam, Labourer 
Neath Pet Jan18 Ord Jan 21 

Morais, Groree, Fladbury, Worcester Worcester Pet 
Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 

Oxenrorp, ALFreaeD Henry, Bridge st, 
High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Paporrt, Wiru1aAM Henry, Kiogston upon Hull, Clerk 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Parsons, Josava THomas, Birmingham, Hairdresser Bir- 
mingham Pet Jan22 Ord Jan 22 

Pattinson, Ricard, Mirfield, Greengrocer Dewsbury Pet 
Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Puppy, AvBert Jouy, Filton, Gloucester, Baker Bristol 
Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan 20 : 

Riumer, Witt1aM, Southport Live-pool Pet Jan 22 Ord 
Jan 22 

Sacks, Wotr, Lloyd’s av, South African Merchant High 
Court Pet Sept 3 Ord Jan 20 

SouTHern. Faeperick Water, Essendine mans, Maida 
Vale, Musician High Court Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 

Vucsey, ArmaND, Antrim st, Belsize Park, Musician High 
Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 20 


Westminster 





Telephone: 602 Holbora. 


—DE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Fouxpep 1x THE Reiox or Witit1am & Mary, 1689, 


‘ROBE COURT 
MAKERS. TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VBLVBT. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Olerks, & Coroners 


CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908 








BY AUTHORITY 


Every requisite under the above Act supplied on the 
— shortest notice. - 


The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
Seanez Cearivicates, Desentures, &c. ved and 
and a, 


printed. Ovvicial Sas designed 
Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & GO., 
dtationer s, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c. 
49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C, (corner of 
Berjeante’ Inn 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 














eh 


